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Firefighters: don’t sell terms and conditions 


T he militancy and solidarity of the 
firefighters have forced the local 
authority employers to weaken. 
But in exchange for a bigger 
wage increase - though nowhere near the 
38%-plus claimed by the Fire Brigades 
Union - the workers are being asked to 
give up a whole range of their hard won 
gains in terms of hours, shifts and work¬ 
ing patterns, bending to what the em¬ 
ployers dub ‘flexibility’ and ‘modernisa¬ 
tion’. 

It would be a fatal mistake for firefight¬ 
ers to sell their working conditions in this 
way. Unlike wages, they are inflation- 
proof. As the FBU membership has come 
to realise over the last year or two, yes¬ 
terday’s pay advance can become to¬ 
day’s handicap. In particular the watch 
system, with its ethos of comradeship 
and element of control from below, is an 
asset that must be defended. 

Sir George Bain, in his report brought 
forward by the government in an attempt 
to head off the strike, described the four- 
on, four-off rota and ensuing camarade¬ 
rie as a “macho culture” that caused 
“disruption to family life” and was “un¬ 
necessarily inflexible as well as discour¬ 
aging diversity and equal opportunities”. 
What really lies behind this is not the 
claimed concern for women or ethnic 
minorities - employers up and down the 
country have become adapt at hiding 
behind politically correct ‘equal ops’ in 
order to eat into working class gains - but 
a desire to re-impose their authority over 
every aspect of work. 

Firefighters should insist on the kind 
of ‘flexibility’ that suits them - allowing 
them more choice over their exact shift 
patterns, days off and hours worked. 
Such collectively determined control is 
in the interests of every worker - black or 
white, female or male. 

The longer the dispute has simmered, 
the less it has centred on wages, the more 
on working conditions. The most belli¬ 
cose sections of the ruling class have not 
only urged Blair to resist the “outra¬ 
geous” claim for £30,000 - the establish¬ 
ment is unanimous over that - but to take 
on the firefighters and crush them. The 
Daily Telegraph - after reporting approv¬ 
ingly that Blair had “effectively staked his 
authority on defeating the strike” - urged 
him to think beyond fending off FBU 
claims and going onto the offensive: 
break union power through local pay 
deals, for example (November 14). 

The reason why Blair and Gordon 
Brown need to ensure that any pay rise 
over and above inflation is conceded at 
the firefighters’ own expense is because 
a ‘without strings’ settlement of any value 
would blow a hole through their neolib¬ 


eral fiscal ‘prudence’. As Sir Eddie 
George, governor of the Bank of Eng¬ 
land, warned, such a deal would “open 
the floodgates”. Correctly the guardians 
of capital fear that other sections would 
take courage from the firefighters’ suc- 


The London region of the Fire 
Brigades Union would like to invite 
all trade unionists who work and live 
in the London area to visit the picket 
line at their nearest London fire 
station this coming Saturday 
(November 23). The invitation runs 
from 10am on that morning and our 


cess and press their own claims in a much 
more militant manner. More importantly 
we would perhaps start to see a rise in 
the confidence and combativity of the 
working class as a whole. 

No wonder Blair talks tough. Not only 


members would be greatly buoyed 
by the support that this gesture 
would generate. 

You are, of course, welcome to 
come and visit us at any time that is 
convenient to yourselves. However, 
we are calling for this show of 
support on Saturday as an important 


did he threaten to use the army to break 
through firefighters’ picket lines, but he 
openly hinted that he would use every 
legal power at his disposal to crush the 
strike. Under the anti-union legislation 
introduced by the Tories it is an offence 


morale-boosting exercise at this 
particular time. 

Please pass this on to fellow 
union members in whichever way 
you wish to. 

Yours in solidarity 
London regional committee 
Fire Brigades Union 


to “wilfully and maliciously break a con¬ 
tract of service” when the consequences 
would “endanger human life”. That gives 
him enough rope to threaten the FBU 
with crippling fines or even sequestra¬ 
tion. 

But Blair has not had things all his own 
way. Open disagreements have been 
voiced at the very highest level of the 
military. At a time when George W Bush 
has called on British armed forces to step 
up preparations for a US-UK war against 
Iraq, the last thing military chiefs want is 
to be bogged down trying to put out fires 
at home. 

It is this that lies behind the unwilling¬ 
ness to be used as a “political weapon” 
- if that were true, it would be a most unu¬ 
sual reticence on the part of the military. 
Admiral Sir Michael Boyes embarrassed 
defence secretary Geoff Hoon earlier this 
week at what was supposed to be a joint 
press briefing to show a united front in 
the ‘war against terror’. Boyes warned 
that troops could become “over¬ 
stretched”. Morale would be adversely 
affected by having to perform a function 
for which they were inadequately trained 
and equipped. Soldiers would be una¬ 
vailable for training prior to an assault on 
Saddam Hussein. 

There is no need for the FBU to seize 
upon the first concession they are of¬ 
fered, as the government, media and 
employers continue to heap abuse on 
them for daring to demand a better deal. 
Why should firefighters, especially those 
in London and the south-east, have to 
take on a second job just to be able to 
pay for a roof over their heads? 

Neither should they be cowed by ac¬ 
cusations of lack of patriotism, as ‘the 
nation’ prepares for war. Their war is not 
our war. Our interests he with the world’s 
working class, including the working 
class of Iraq. Neither do we have any 
concern that all Brown’s best laid plans 
will come to nought if unions actually 
start to fight for what their members 
need. 

Tube workers have shown that the fire¬ 
fighters are not alone. During last week’s 
initial two-day strike 150 drivers refused 
to work on London Underground, despite 
threats of discipline, without fire cover. 
They have shown that, if the will is there, 
there is always a way round bourgeois 
‘industrial relations’ legislation. 

Firefighters must build on this support 
from a key sections of the working class. 
There must be no sellout. If they stand 
firm, they can not only force Tony Blair 
into a humiliating retreat, but deliver a 
blow to his whole anti-working class 
agenda • 

Peter Manson 


Invitation to all trade unionists 
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Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


ESF not radical 

It is no surprise to me that your English 
Social Alliance was not officially present 
at the Florence ESF (Weekly Worker 
Novemberl4). But don’t be disheart¬ 
ened: this is typical of the International 
Socialist Tendency. They are constantly 
jumping on the back of any passing radi¬ 
cal-looking mare. I just find it astonish¬ 
ing that your group still think you will be 
able to have any influence over the So¬ 
cialist Workers Party within the SA. 

Further, I think you are all making the 
ESF out to be something it is not, just be¬ 
cause Rifondazione Comunista took part. 
The World Social Forum international 
council has manufactured the ESF, and I 
still cannot find the members listed any¬ 
where online. Among the sponsors of 
the WSF are the Ford Foundation; Droits 
et Democratic (a foundation run by the 
foreign ministry of Canada), the Heinrich 
Boll Stiftung (associated with the German 
Green Party), the ICCO (a religious or¬ 
ganisation funded by the Netherlands 
government and the European Union) 
and the British Oxfam, among others. In 
other words the ESF is not that leftwing, 
let alone socialist! 

How about Ciranda, the ‘independ¬ 
ent’ media centre of the WSF? Its spon¬ 
sors are Le Monde Diplomatique and 
IPS. IPS have some interesting sponsors, 
such as the foreign ministries of Finland, 
Norway, Denmark, Italy, Netherlands 
and Sweden; various UN agencies; the 
European Commission; and Unesco! 

The initiative for the World Social Fo¬ 
rum came primarily from Attac, which 
began as a lobby for the Tobin tax, but 
became a focus of a wider economic- 
nationalist trend here in France. It is sup¬ 
ported by many non-governmental 
organisations, but remember that the first 
goal of any NGO is to secure its own 
funding. Other goals are secondary, and 
sincere commitment is not typical of 
NGOs and their employees. If the World 
Social Forum acts as a lobby for global 
funding of NGOs, then it will have their 
support, even if its policies and struc¬ 
tures are unjust. 

hi trying to parallel the ruling classes’ 
World Economic Forums meetings as its 
alternative, the WSF will mimic its hierar¬ 
chical structure: a supranational, non¬ 
governmental body that seeks to shape 
the global agenda, with no accountabil¬ 
ity to, and far removed from, those 
whose daily lives are affected. 

As the WSF’s annual meeting is seen 
as the premier gathering of socially con¬ 
cerned leaders, its statements will carry 
great political weight and its discussions 
will map out public policy. The massively 
bureaucratic NGOs will continue to 
gather in ever and ever greater numbers. 
They will be able to attend meetings 
yearly and serve as members of the or¬ 
ganising council in between. 

Genuine grassroots activists like the 
Socialist Alliance and local protest 
groups who operate on a shoestring will 
not be heard. These NGOs will dictate the 
themes and strategies discussed at the 


World Social Forum and their regional 
bodies such as the ESF, restricting from 
the outset the issues raised by the grass¬ 
roots organisations. 

Created by the will of the WSF, the ESF 
is not a radical organisation and cannot 
be reformed. The ESF will not become 
the European Socialist Alliance, com¬ 
rades! 

Henri LeBlanc 

France 

No Sweat 

There are a number of inaccuracies in 
your article, ‘European SA needed’ 
(Weekly Worker November 14). 

Firstly, the No Sweat meeting coordi¬ 
nated by the Alliance for Workers’ Lib¬ 
erty was not held in the Fortezza, but at 
one of the other venues in Florence - 
about a half hour bus ride away. Mick 
Duncan was not at the event, so couldn’t 
possibly have spoken, because he was 
denied an entry visa to Italy. Was James 
Bull actually there? 

Perhaps he is getting confused with 
the ‘No Sweat Europe' meeting held in 
the Fortezza on the Thursday, which was 
hosted by the League for a Revolution¬ 
ary Communist International and Revo¬ 
lution. 

Sandra Griffiths 

Workers Power 

Different SA 

Although I agree with much of Tony 
Humphreys’ letter regarding the SA and 
respect his choice to stay within the La¬ 
bour Party and fight for change within, 
he must realise that many good comrades 
either found it intolerable to remain after 
the rightward shift or, in the case of Mili¬ 
tant supporters, were forced out (Weekly 
Worker November 14). 

Yes, it would be ideal if all socialists 
were fighting under one umbrella, but just 
because the mass of organised labour is 
still affiliated to the Labour Party, it does 
not automatically make that party the 
natural vehicle to promote or bring about 
socialism. The real alternative workers’ 
pally would be able to organise within 
every trade union and protest organisa¬ 
tion without exception, throughout Brit¬ 
ain (and hopefully with the coming of a 
European Socialist Party, throughout the 
continent). Surely you do not need to be 
a card-carrying member of the Labour 
Party to do this. 

At present, trade unions simply fight 
for immediate gains, wresting from the 
employers what they can force them to 
yield, working within the capitalist sys¬ 
tem and never looking beyond. Antonio 
Gramsci argued that because the func¬ 
tion of a union is to affect the terms and 
conditions of the sale of labour to the em¬ 
ployers, it is an organisation specific to a 
capitalist society. He said that unions 
develop a top-down regime once they 
become institutionalised in bargaining 
with the employers because this enables 
the emergent leadership to ensure that 
the workforce does not violate its part of 
the bargain with management. 

Consequently the union concentrates 
its scope so that the power and discipline 
of the movement are focused in a central 


office. So it seems to me, whether the 
leader of a union is a ‘capitalist-embrac¬ 
ing’ Ken Jackson or a ‘Stalinist’ Arthur 
Scargill, he becomes a labour baron 
clinging to a well paid job at the head of 
a large bureaucracy and is often as alien¬ 
ated from the shop floor as the employer. 
In their present form I can’t see how 
these bodies will promote socialism any 
better than then impotent cousins across 
the pond in the USA. 

I’m sure many of us would love to see 
the Socialist Alliance become an alterna¬ 
tive workers’ party with influence in the 
labour movement, but it appears that the 
dominance of the SWP is more of a hin¬ 
drance than a help with regards to recruit¬ 
ment. This is a shame, as the SWP is 
without doubt the largest socialist group/ 
pally in England and the SA would be 
almost non-existent without its backing. 

The restructuring of the unions and the 
promotion of socialist ideas within the 
workplace could be greatly enhanced by 
a new mass socialist party - but the S A is 
not even at the starting gate, because, 
as comrade Humphreys reminds us, it is 
nothing but an electoral front for the 
SWP. I think the people the SA are try¬ 
ing to attract will not join an organisation 
so dominated by a Bolshevik-style 
group. 

So, like comrade Humphreys, I too do 
not think the SA will become the vehicle 
we are waiting for, although I do hope in 
the future a broader movement will de¬ 
velop where no one group has such an 
intimidating majority! 

Mervyn Davies 
Colchester 

Pitiful result 

I note that straight after the ‘triumph’ of 
the Hackney mayoral election it was back 
to the old routine for the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance, as a pitiful 41 votes (1.5%) were 
picked up in Downham ward, Lewisham. 
If indeed SA members from across Lon¬ 
don were involved in any campaign work, 
then surely this result illustrates that 
something, somewhere, is seriously 
wrong. 

It seems the left cannot or will not ac¬ 
cept that its approach and strategy sim¬ 
ply is not striking a chord with the 
working class - not megaphone-wielding 
students or middle class radicals, but the 
working class. If it is to avoid political ob¬ 
livion (if it has not done so already) the 
left must drop its tired formulas and adopt 
a strategy which reflects the immediate 
concerns of working class communities. 

Maybe if this tactic had been used in 
Downham, a vote more akin to the 20% 
the BNP secured in the same poll would 
have been achievable. 

Ivan Doyle 
Oxford 

Tories 

I just want to comment that ‘IDS into the 
abyss?’ is an excellent article on the cri¬ 
sis in the Conservative Party (Weekly 
Worker November 14). I hope the author 
is considering continuing his analysis of 
the way Labour has taken and is running 
with the agenda of the bourgeoisie. 

The Weekly Worker is also the place 


in which an examination of the future of 
the SA can be undertaken. Somehow we 
all need a strategy to move the SA into 
being the major forum for left politics in 
England and to save it from being the 
plaything of the ‘vanguardists’ who 
think they are still living in the 1930s. 
Richard Harris 
email 

Turkey 

In the past I have had a number of sharp 
political exchanges with some CPGB 
comrades, disagreeing as I do with a 
number of your policies. However, giv¬ 
ing credit where it is due, the article on 
the recent Turkish general election un¬ 
der the by-line Aziz Demir, is one of the 
most informative articles that I have read 
on this subject in the British press 
(Weekly Worker November 14). 

Unfortunately many on the left within 
Britain, along with the mainstream media, 
fail to see the importance of Turkey. If 
they do cover the country in their press, 
they concentrate the majority of the time 
on the Kurdish question. 

Turkey is a large country in an impor¬ 
tant central geographic crossroads - east 
meets west, to put it simply - with a popu¬ 
lation of over 60 million that is increasing 
at the fastest rate within Europe. In the 
last 20-odd years its urban proletariat has 
increased tenfold and continues to in¬ 
crease, as its population migrates inter¬ 
nally into Turkey’s larger cities. 

The Turkish economy, which can best 
be described as being like a yo-yo, is ripe 
for social change. The country’s ruling 
elite recognises this fact, hence they 
have surreptitiously poured money and 
support into the coffers of the winner of 
the recent election, the AKP. They real¬ 
ised that whilst the newly forming prole¬ 
tariat would not vote for the rightwing 
parties of big business, like Tme Path and 
Motherland, in any numbers, they may 
well, with the conservative social cus¬ 
toms that many of the class have brought 
to the cities from their home villages, be 
attracted to a seemingly moderate islamic 
party. This is what happened. 

Demir’s article not only brought to¬ 
gether the majority of the major players 
on the Turkish political scene (although 
the presidential office was omitted), but 
included useful links so that readers can 
continue to update themselves. 

Mick Hall 
email 

Lenin wrong 

Ian Donovan is absolutely correct to 
state that Alan Woods’s book on Bol¬ 
shevism should be read critically (Weekly 
Worker November 14). Some very old 
dogmas, based on Ted Grant’s wooden 
interpretation of the Russian Revolution, 
are prominent in the book. For instance, 
the old Militant group tactic of putting 
pressure on reformists to take power on 
a socialist programme is present on the 
discussion on 1917 and the July days. 

We can read on page 547 that Lenin 
“put the onus for violence and civil war 
on the shoulders of the reformist leaders 
who had it in their hands to take power 
peacefully”. According to comrade 


Woods, this strategy of Lenin’s was cor¬ 
rect all along and right up to July. The Bol¬ 
sheviks invited or made an allowance for 
the compromisers to take power and lim¬ 
ited themselves to the application of pres¬ 
sure on reformists rather than lead the 
revolution themselves. In other words, 
if the reformists had not been treacher¬ 
ous there would have been no need for 
insurrection. 

Even Alan Woods concedes that the 
refusal of the misleaders of the soviets 
to take power made insurrection - or, as 
he prefers to call it, bloodshed - inevita¬ 
ble. So his main point that the revolution 
could have been peaceful, without civil 
war. if the reformists had acted decisively 
or in a revolutionary manner is beside the 
point. 

If we must be critical of Alan Woods 
then we must also be critical of Lenin. The 
possibility that the masses could pres¬ 
sure the reformists into taking power was 
a serious error. This was the lesson of 
the July days. Half a million workers and 
soldiers in Petrograd took to the streets 
and demanded that the reformists take 
the power when it was given to them. No 
greater pressure on reformists could be 
imagined than this semi-insurrection. It 
proved Lenin wrong on the peaceful 
development of the revolution through 
pressure on the reformists. The Bolshe¬ 
vik tactic lagged behind the conscious¬ 
ness of the masses, as Trotsky’s 
historical account demonstrates. The 
anger and frustration of the masses with 
the constitutional soviet majority was 
wasted. 

Whether the Bolsheviks should have 
attempted to take power in July is a moot 
point. Certainly Trotsky debates with 
himself over a number of pages on this 
question in his great Histoty of the Rus¬ 
sian Revolution, before answering in the 
negative due to his opinion that the prov¬ 
inces were not ready. Although he does 
concede that events in Petrograd and 
Moscow were decisive for both the Feb¬ 
ruary and October revolution. 

Perhaps the real question is what 
would have happened if the Bolsheviks 
had prepared and planned earlier for the 
path of eventual insurrection. The Rus¬ 
sian Revolution might have taken a more 
open, popular mass character some 
months earlier, as Trotsky speculates. 
Barrie Biddulph 
Stoke-on-Trent 

Sloppy polemics 

One should, I suppose, expect sloppy 
polemics and an utterly cavalier attitude 
towards the truth from correspondents 
such as Laurens Otter. Barrie Biddulph 
and Paul Anderson (Letters, November 
14). A representative sample from each. 

In the name of syndicalism comrade 
Otter breezily writes of our “professed 
Trotskyism". Pardon? Some CPGB mem¬ 
bers do adhere to Trotskyism, but cer¬ 
tainly not myself and most others. Then 
there is comrade Biddulph. He says that 
for Jack Conrad “the real choice is econo- 
mism or bourgeois democracy. Parliament 
or wages struggles.” When have I ever 
said such a stupid thing? Needless to say, 
I never have. The comrade simply makes 
it up as he goes along so, as to justify his 


Socialist 

Alliance 

activities 


Where now for SA? One-day confer¬ 
ence for independent members of Socialist 
Alliance. Saturday November 30, 12 noon- 
5pm, Birmingham Council House, Victoria 
Square. 

Registration on door: £6 waged; £3 
unwaged. 

Reports from SA branches; questions 
to national executive; organising ‘indies’; 
motions for national council and confer¬ 
ence; SA: electoral alliance or new 
socialist party? 

National council Saturday December 
14, 12 noon - 5pm, South Camden 
Community School, Charrington Street, 


London N1 (nearest station: Euston). 

One voting delegate per affiliated 
Socialist Alliance. Delegate fee: £5, plus 
pooled fare. Members must notify SA 
office if they wish to attend as observers. 

Women’s day school Day of discus¬ 
sion and campaigning ideas for women 
only, organised by Socialist Alliance - 
Saturday January 25, llam-5pm. Cross 
Street Chapel, Cross Street, Manchester. 
Creche and accommodation for Friday/ 
Saturday nights with SA members in 
Manchester available. 

Details from Margaret Manning: 
margaret@homemanning.freeserve.co.uk 


Annual conference Saturday March 15 
2003, South Camden Community School, 
Charrington Street. London Nl. Policy 
resolutions and constitutional amend¬ 
ments may be submitted by individual SA 
members, local SAs or national executive. 
Deadline: Friday January 24. Nominations 
to national executive and appeals 
committee - send with biographical details 
(100 words max) to conference arrange¬ 
ments committee by January 24. Election 
of NEC by slate using alternative vote 
system. Nomination of slates will close at 
conference, Saturday March 15, 2pm. 



Socialist Alliance, Wickham House, 
10 Cleveland Way, London El 4TR 

Telephone: 020 77913138 
Email: office@socialistalliance.net 
Web: www.socialistalliance.net 
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brittle leftism. What about comrade 
Anderson? For this left nationalist the 
idea that one can advocate Scottish self- 
determination and simultaneously favour 
continued working class unity in Britain 
is “a tad hypocritical”. Well, only for 
those unwilling to grasp elementary logic 
and the ABC of socialism. 

Such freelance individuals are, of 
course, impossible to take seriously and 
no one does, including themselves. In 
contrast Martin Thomas is a committed 
revolutionary and a writer of merit who 
carries real weight on the left. What he 
says matters. He is after all one of the 
leading members of the Alliance for 
Workers’ Liberty and speaks for that 
organisation on the Socialist Alliance’s 
executive. 

Equally germane, the CPGB and the 
AWL have cooperated increasingly 
closely since the comrades involuntar¬ 
ily broke from auto-Labourism and made 
their welcome turn towards the Socialist 
Alliance and the Scottish Socialist Party. 
Fittingly comrade Thomas is a principal 
co-sponsor of the ‘Call for a Socialist 
Alliance paper’ which we initiated and I 
am delighted to see that a number of other 
respected AWL comrades have lined up 
alongside him. 

Given these promising circumstances, 
regular readers of these pages must be 
asking themselves what is going on with 
the AWL. Indeed I am asking the very 
same question myself. After all hardly a 
week seems to pass without comrade 
Thomas firing off an anti-CPGB polemic. 
And what sort of polemics? Without 
exception they are misdirected, diver¬ 
sionary and worryingly petty. Yes, the 
comrade appeal's to be engaged in a full¬ 
blown anti-unity offensive. 

First, he is hysterically accusing the 
CPGB of “no platforming” the AWL. 
That after I patiently explained to him 
on the phone that we had done no such 
thing. There was a cock-up in Leeds. 
No conspiracy. Next, he demands that 
the CPGB prints in full Sean 
Matgamna’s rambling, 10,000-word 
‘Critical notes’ on the CPGB and a 
3,500-word diatribe on Leeds. Of course, 
the AWL cannot be expected to carry 
such “gossip” in any of its own publi¬ 
cations. Why not? Because they nor¬ 
mally feature shorter articles! And these 
comrades say they want to overturn all 
existing social conditions! 

Then comrade Thomas wants me to 
recant my Stalinist record in the 1980s on 
the basis of deracinated quotes and un¬ 
founded inferences taken from my book 
From October to August - reprints of 
speeches and articles over 1983-1991. He 
pictures me as a fond admirer of JV Sta¬ 
lin, a retrospective tankie celebrating the 
Soviet invasions of Hungary (1956), 
Czechoslovakia (1968) and Afghanistan 
(1980), one of those who enthusiastically 
welcomed Wojciech Jaruzelski’s party- 
army regime of 1981 and a semi-supporter 
of the State Emergency Committee anti- 
Yeltsin coup in 1991. 

This is a mix of weasely half-truths and 
downright falsification. I would urge read¬ 
ers to take a look at From October to 
August and weigh up for themselves 
whether or not comrade Thomas is be¬ 
ing honest or dishonest. 

My actual position then was to criti¬ 
cally identify with the “left groupings of 
the 1920s” in the Soviet Union - which 
broadly corresponded to “the long-term 
interests of the proletariat” - and to op¬ 
pose both the forces of capitalist resto¬ 
ration and bureaucratic socialism (J 
Conrad October to August London 1992, 
P 35). 

Hence in reply to comrade Thomas I 
explained that my basic approach during 
this 1983-1991 period was broadly in line 
with “commonplace" Trotskyism. That 
is, defence of what I then thought were 
the “historic gains” of the working class 
- but through advocating socialist de¬ 
mocracy and a political revolution 
against the bureaucracy. Yes, since 1991 
my ideas have undergone radical devel¬ 
opment. But to describe me in the 1980s 
as a Stalinite is akin to calling black white 
or white black. 


I asked comrade Thomas to define 
Trotskyism and Stalinism - no answer. I 
also pointed out that, while the AWL 
pins upon itself the ‘Trotskyism’ name- 
tag, its dominant ideology is Shachtman- 
ism. which was lambasted as a “petty 
bourgeois deviation” by Trotsky himself 
and ruthlessly hounded out of the so- 
called Fourth International. In passing, I 
also reminded the comrade of the AWL’s 
support for the CIA-sponsored islamic 
fundamentalists in Afghanistan in the 
1980s who were - yes - called, “my sort 
of people”, by, I believe, a certain Mark 
Osborn (another AWL leader - but of the 
ultra-economistic wing). 

Now comrade Thomas says I have 
evaded the subject. But what is the sub¬ 
ject? From my angle comrade Thomas 
seems to be determined to provoke an 
argument, any argument. Like some 16- 
pint dmnk he wants a fight... and any¬ 
thing will serve as an excuse. 

So what is motivating the AWL? 
Frankly, I do not know. The anti-unity 
offensive is being headed by those who 
under other circumstances would be re¬ 
garded as those closest to us politically. 

Martin Thomas brands me a Stalinite 
and a liar. Sean Matgamna rails against 
the CPGB as a “Mickey Mouse” outfit 
and says he is “boycotting” the Weekly 
Worker. We also get the strong impres¬ 
sion that the AWL is not intending to go 
ahead with our three joint schools 
planned for 2003.1 say ‘impression’, be¬ 
cause clear, unambiguous, answers are 
hard to come by. 

Perhaps there is some kind of crisis 
brewing inside the AWL? The comrades 
have half-broken with auto-Labourism, 
but where now? At the moment all I can 
do is to guess at what is going on and 
hope for a positive outcome which will 
result in the restoration of healthy rela¬ 
tions between us and joint work aimed 
at a Socialist Alliance paper and unity in 
a Socialist Alliance party. 

Jack Conrad 
London 

Mark’s mates 

A small point in response to Martin Tho¬ 
mas’s letter in last week’s Weekly Worker 
(November 14). Mark Osborn’s horrify¬ 
ing description of the Afghan 
mujahadeen as “my kind of people” is no 
“off-the-wall invention”. I only wish it 
were. 

I attended a debate between the 
CPGB’s John Bridge and Tom Rigby of 
the AWL in the bowels of Lambeth town 
hall in Brixton, south London, some years 
back. A rather excitable comrade Osborn 
did indeed lay claim to the cutthroat re¬ 
actionary islamists then fighting in Af¬ 
ghanistan. This at a time when Mark’s 
mates were flaying the feet of women sent 
out by the Kabul government to work 
with peasants in outlying rural areas on 
literacy initiatives and other such non¬ 
sense. 

The excuse I have heard from some 
AWL comrades is that the mujahedin 
were fighting a national liberation strug¬ 
gle. The content of that struggle, their 
vision of a ‘liberated’ Afghanistan, was 
immaterial. The women, workers and pro¬ 
gressive forces of Afghanistan must 
have wondered what they’d done to 
upset you. 

So, Martin, I suggest you stop play¬ 
ing cat’s paw to Sean Matgamna in his 
attempt to cloud the issues and start ex¬ 
plaining why the AWL leadership has 
mounted this disunity offensive against 
the CPGB. An offensive you seem more 
than happy to front. 

Andy Gu nton 
South London 

Stalinist? 

The AWL - in the person of Martin Tho¬ 
mas - seems determined to prove that the 
CPGB’s origins in the 1980s were “left 
Stalinist”. In a recent exchange with 
CPGBers on an email discussion list, 
Martin conceded that they were indeed 
"quirky” Stalinists, but Stalinists none¬ 
theless. 


The comrades certainly did have some 
‘quirks’ as Stalinists! They rejected so¬ 
cialism in one country, popular fronts, 
adhered to a version of uninterrupted/ 
permanent revolution, rejected a parlia¬ 
mentary road to socialism, argued for 
political revolution in what they called 
the countries of “bureaucratic socialism” 
and advocated an open party regime 
with full rights for factions. “Quirky” 
seems a little understated ... 

Martin’s method appears to be the 
selection of some quotes from various 
writings of Jack Conrad of the time. No 
context is provided. 

Before signing off, perhaps comrade 
Thomas might care to flick through a 
copy of Trotsky’s Revolution betrayed 
from 1936.1 can assure him that if - based 
on a selective reading of some of his pro- 
Soviet comments - he thinks Jack Conrad 
was a “Stalinist”, logically he should ar¬ 
rive at exactly the same conclusion about 
Trotsky himself. As that genuine Stalin¬ 
ist, Harpal Brar, pointed out at a Commu¬ 
nist Party school some years back, there 
are some glowing passages on the USSR 
in that work too! 

Ted Alerton 


ACTION 


CPGB London seminars 

Sunday November 24, 5pm - report-back from European Social Forum. 
Sunday December 1, 5pm - History of Labourism: ‘MacDonaldism after 
MacDonald’, using Ralph Milliband’s Parliamentary socialism as a study 
guide. 

CPGB Open forum 

‘Welsh Socialist Alliance in crisis: which way forward?’ Friday November 22, 
7.30pm, Sandringham Hotel, St Mary’s Street, Cardiff (two minutes from rail¬ 
way station). Speakers: Charlie Balch, WSA chair, Gideon Calder (Cardiff SA), 
Cameron Richards (CPGB). Others, including SWP speaker, also invited. 
Phone 07950 416922 or 020 8965 0659 for more details. 

Unison United Left 

Conference, Saturday November 23, 12 noon-4pm, Leeds Metropolitan Uni¬ 
versity. 

After Florence 

Which way for anti-capitalism? Saturday November 23,3pm, Hong Kong Lec¬ 
ture Theatre, Clement House, Aldwych, London (tubes: Temple, Holbom). 
Speakers: Walden Bello, writer and activist, Claudio Jampaglia, Italian Social 
Forum, Linda Smith, FBU, Nick Dearden, Globalise Resistance. 

No Sweat 


Spendthrift 

firefighters 

So the firefighters want a 40% pay in¬ 
crease, bringing then pay up to £30,000 
a year. 

It reminds me of the standing joke that 
is told when firefighters meet each year 
at the Fire Brigades Union conference. It 
goes a bit like this. You can tell which fire¬ 
fighters work in London, and those who 
work in other parts of the UK, by the car 
that they drive. Firefighters in Scotland, 
Wales and the north of England drive 
BMWs; those in London drive 10-year 
old Ford Escorts. The firefighters’ dis¬ 
pute can easily be solved by giving fire¬ 
fighters who five in London a ‘weighting’ 
to compensate for the extra housing 
costs incurred by living in the capital. 

The New Labour Government is far 
less guilty of feeding the house-price 
bubble than its Conservative predeces¬ 
sor. Nor has it made the cause of wider 
home-ownership something of talismanic 
importance. But it has benefited hugely 
from the sense of prosperity that buoy¬ 
ant house prices have fostered. The un¬ 
fortunate consequence of the 
house-price bubble is that it has priced 
firefighters out of the housing market in 
the London area. The coming collapse 
in house prices will bring the cost of 
buying a house back down to affordable 
levels. 

If the pay of firefighters were increased 
to £30,000 a year, they would just spend 
the extra money on new cars, foreign 
holidays and bigger houses. That would 
just make the house-price bubble even 
bigger. The New Labour government is 
therefore right to oppose the firefighters’ 
40% pay demand. 

JohnSmithee 

Cambridgeshire 

Berger 

I am very happy that you mentioned John 
Berger’s text for my parents’ exhibition 
‘Miners’ as one of his best short essays 
('Weekly Worker May 30). I really agree 
with you. It’s a violent text, as was the 
strike, and one feels that John is writing 
with his broken bones. 

Both of my parents, Knud and Solwei 
Stampe, are now deceased. They were 
on the blacklist in Sweden. We have all 
the 60 paintings from the exhibition in 
Sweden on the British miners’ strike and 
altogether over 300 on the working class 
in general. 

I just wanted to signal my joy at read¬ 
ing your mention of this essay and also 
to note the fact that Keeping a rendez¬ 
vous is one of Berger’s books that still 
hasn’t been published in Sweden. Revo¬ 
lutionary art and writing are still black¬ 
listed here. 

Jonas Stampe 
Sweden 


Conference for activists: ‘Sweatshops, globalisation and international soli¬ 
darity’, Saturday November 23, 12 noon-6pm, School of Oriental and African 
Studies, Thomaugh Street, London (tubes: Russell Square, Goodge Street, 
Euston). Debate, films and practical workshops. Speakers from Mexico and 
US. Discussions on the politics of globalisation, strategy for anti-sweatshop 
activists, Indonesia, beating the Chinese sweatshops, etc. 

Co-hosted with the Student Campaign Forum; backed by SOAS student un¬ 
ion. 

Public meeting: The victorious struggle to unionise a Nike factory in Mexico. 
Wednesday November 27, 7.30pm, Edinburgh council chambers. Speakers: 
Josefian Hernandez Ponce and Gabrialla Cortes Cabrera. 

Organised in conjunction with Lothian Trade Union and Community Resource 
Centre, 0131-556 7318; ltucrc@aol.com 

CBI protest 

Sunday November 24, 1pm, demonstration at Confederation of British Indus¬ 
try conference, GMEX, Manchester city centre. Equal pay now. 

Organised by Amicus-MSF. 

After New Labour 

Socialist Campaign Group conference, Saturday November 30,10.30am-5pm, 
Mechanics Institute, Princess Sheet, Manchester. Registration - waged and 
delegates: £7; unwaged: £3. Hosted by Manchester Central CLP. 

Speakers include: Bob Crow (RMT), Harry Cohen MP, John Edmonds (GMB), 
Jeremy Corbyn MP. Andy Gilchrist (FBU), Kelvin Hopkins MP, Billy Hayes 
(CWU), Alice Mahon MP, Dave Prentis (Unison), John McDonnell MP, Mark 
Serwotka (PCS), Alan Simpson MP, Derek Simpson (Amicus), Bob Wareing 
MP. 

Socialist Campaign Group, 16 Franconia Road, London SW4 9ND; 020 7622 
5734; campaigngroup@aol.com 

Palestine conference 

Palestine Solidarity Campaign international conference, Saturday November 
30,10.30am-5pm, Logan Hall, Institute of Education, 20 Bedford Way, London 
WC1. 

What future for Palestine? Campaigning against Bush/Sharon vision for Middle 
East. 

Speakers include: Ronnie Kasrils, South African government minister; Victo¬ 
ria Brittain, journalist; Steven Rose, leading proponent of academic boycott; 
Jeremy Corbyn, MP. 

Registration - £10 waged; £5 unwaged (cheques payable to PSC). PSC, BM 
Box PSA, London WC1N3XX. 

020 7700 6192; wwww.palestinecampaign.org 

Close Campsfield 

Ninth anniversary demonstration, Saturday November 30, 12 noon - 2pm, 
Campsfield House detention centre, Langford Lane, Kidlington, Oxfordshire. 
From Oxford take buses 2B, C or D from Magdalen Street (outside Debenhams) 
to Oxford Spires Business Park (Oxford Airport). 

Organised by Campaign to Close Campsfield. 01235 831568 or 01865 558145; 
info @ closecampsfield.org.uk; www.closecampsfield.org.uk 

NCADC greetings cards 

Campaigning greeting cards in solidarity with those facing deportation. Avail¬ 
able in packs of 10, with envelopes - £5 plus p&p. 

Send order to National Coalition of Anti-Deportation Campaigns, 400 Cheetham 
Hill Road, Manchester M8 9LE. Cheques payable to NCADC. 

Artists against the War 

• artistsagainstthewar@hotmail.com 

• www.aifistsagainstthewar.org.uk 

• wwwstopthewar.org 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and the struggle for 
communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group email rdgroup@yahoo.com 


www.cpgb.oig.uk/action 
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SOCIAL FORUM 


Glimpse of what is possible 


Tina Becker critically examines the experience of 
Florence and looks at the prospects for the ESF 


N o doubt, the European Social Forum 
was a great experience for every¬ 
body who made the trip to Florence. 
It was truly inspiring to meet social¬ 
ists, communists and other politically in¬ 
volved people from all over the continent. 
While there might not be a fully developed 
anti-capitalist movement in Europe, as so 
many on the left have overheatedly claimed, 
something is definitely changing. Something 
that could be described as a slowly re-emerg¬ 
ing class consciousness. Twelve years after 
the collapse of the USSR, young people are 
starting to question the status quo again. 

Is the ESF in a position to address these 
people with satisfying answers? No, not yet. 
While the Italian comrades - not least Rifon- 
dazione Comunista - need to be congratulated 
for an outstanding organisational achieve¬ 
ment, we need to critically look back at those 
three days - in order to learn from the successes 
as well as from the things that went wrong. 
So what exactly did we witness in Florence? 

It surely was not a political conference: it 
was far too big for that. But members of the 
traditional political organisations of the left 
were in the majority. Communist and socialist 
groupings and trade union activists formed 
without a doubt the most visible sections - 
on the big anti-war demonstration as well as 
in the meetings and on the stalls inside the 
Fortezza de Basso. There was no sign of the 
‘black bloc’ or anarchists in any numbers. 
NGOs and social democratic movements were 
present, but only with a few representatives. 

Well over 60,000 so-called ‘delegates’ 
crammed into the Fortezza. It is impossible to 
say how many people really turned up, as reg¬ 
istration credentials ran out on the second 
day. In an atmosphere of ‘creative chaos’ the 
thousands of volunteers were busy sorting 
out stalls, preparing meeting halls and check¬ 
ing that everybody who entered the Fortezza 
wore thek huge, red ESF credentials. 

The official programmes had already run 
out on the morning of the first day. Although 
the Italian comrades managed to reprint the 
16-page programme that night, there were 
thousands of young people who wandered 
around the fortress on the Thursday, not 
knowing where or when seminars and work¬ 
shops would take place. 

Once people had found their way into a 
meeting, the sheer size of the gatherings was 
overwhelming. Most seminars and all of the 
morning conferences were so big that it was 
not possible to intervene from the floor. Al- 
diough the simultaneous translations in the 
big conferences were of a high standard, it 
was sometimes difficult to follow the contri¬ 
butions. When, for example, Fausto Bertinotti, 
general secretary of Rifondazione Comunista, 
used in a meeting Che Guevara’s famous 
phrase, “Politics is a lasting passion”, the 
German translator, obviously unaware of the 
quote, spent a good couple of minutes trying 
to work out what exactly he just said - and 
missed, of course, a great deal of the rest of 
the speech. 

Also, it was sometimes difficult to follow the 
precise nuances of a contribution. But this 
was only partially down to the translations. 
A lot of the lack of clarity resulted from the 
deliberate attempts by some speakers to hide 
behind their NGO, trade union or united front 
- representatives of political parties were of 
course not allowed to speak as such. You often 
had to guess what really lay behind some¬ 
body’s contribution. 

For example, in the meeting on ‘The move¬ 
ment and political parties’ Chris Nineham 
spoke on behalf of Globalise Resistance, 
which sold itself as “part of the English anti¬ 
capitalist movement". So Chris, a prominent 
and long-standing member of the Socialist 
Workers Party, argued in this meeting as a rep¬ 
resentative of ‘the movement’, as opposed to 
a representative of one of ‘the parties’: ‘The 


advantage of a movement compared to a party 
is that it is possible to have people with all sorts 
of different backgrounds and ideas,” he said. 
“That’s why the Stop the War Coalition is so 
fantastically successful: because it has only 
one simple message, one simple aim.” Of 
course, real parties do contain people with all 
sorts of backgrounds and ideas. It is the con¬ 
fessional sects which suppress differences 
and keep them hidden to the inner circles. 

Another example of the kind of confusion 
created by the absence openly stated politics 
was the speech of Bernard Cassen, president 
of Attac in France. He argued for “an attack 
on neoliberalism” and the need to “mobilise 
as many people as possible against this neo¬ 
liberalism”. To really understand what he was 
saying you would need to know that Attac 
consciously makes a distinction between anti¬ 
capitalism and anti-imperialism. It does not call 
itself ‘anti-capitalist’ and does not fight for 
anti-capitalist measures. By talking only of 
neoliberalism, privatisation and the Tobin tax 
on share dealings, it hopes to attract the wid¬ 
est possible layer of people - not only those 
for whom the phrase ‘anti-capitalist’ sounds 
too radical, but also those who have some 
affinity with Lionel Jospin and the Socialist 
Party in France or even the liberal centre. 

Consequently, Attac France does not get 
involved at all in party politics. In this year’s 
elections, it did not come out with any recom¬ 
mendation - as if any serious organisation 
would abstain on such an important question. 
Apparently, a lot of people inside Attac chal¬ 
lenged this, but Cassen still leads the organi¬ 
sation with an iron grip. 

Of course, it would have been naive to ex¬ 
pect that political clarity could have emerged 
in this festival-like atmosphere. While this was 
an inspiring and fun gathering, it cannot sub¬ 
stitute for serious political and organisational 
debate, which we now need to pursue. How 
can we now organise? How can we elect a 
leadership? What political campaigns should 
we undertake? Should we stand in elections ? 

In the absence of an elected and account¬ 
able leadership, an ‘inner circle’ has taken 
shape as an unaccountable clique. Nobody 
is officially responsible for anything, which 
makes efficient and democratic organisation 
impossible. For example, although it was de¬ 
cided at the last preparatory meeting in Brus¬ 
sels at the beginning of October that “one 
person” would be nominated by the Italians 
to organise the workshops in time, this did not 
happen. Organisations received notification 
of the time and venue of their workshops only 
two days before the ESF started. 

We need an elected and recallable leader¬ 
ship that can organise international activities 
and campaigns. Such a leadership should be 
given the task of working out proposals on 
our future structure and how the next ESF - 
Paris 2003 - can be organised in a more inclu¬ 
sive and effective way. 

On a positive note it seems a functioning 
anti-war network has emerged. It will meet on 
December 15 in Copenhagen and has already 
called for international demonstrations against 
the war in Iraq. On February 15, all over Eu¬ 
rope millions of people will demand ‘Don’t 
attack Iraq’. A glimpse of what is possible 
when our forces are united • 



Call of the European 
social movements 


This statement was presented at 
the last day of the ESF on 
November 10. While the 
anodyne formulations are 
essentially unobjectionable, the 
way it was produced leaves much 
to be desired. 

The draft was never presented 
to any of the international 
preparatory meetings of the ESF, 
despite the urging of a number of 
organisations. The Italian 
comrades instead insisted on 
discussing it in front of at least 
4,000 people who attended a 
meeting in an old, disused 
railway station. However, it was 
hard to follow the discussion in 
the dark, windowless hall, as 
translation devices ran out at an 
early stage. Speaker after 
speaker attacked neoliberalism 
and privatisation, but, as in the 
other big conferences, real 
debate was just not possible 


e have come together from the social and citizens 
movements from all the regions of Europe, east and 
west, north and south. We have come together through a long 
process: the demonstrations of Amsterdam, Seattle, Prague, 
Nice, Genoa, Brussels, Barcelona, the big mobilisations against 
neoliberalism, as well as the general strikes for the defence of 
social rights and all the mobilisations against war, show the will 
to build another Europe. At the global level we recognise the 
‘Charter of principles’ of the World Social Forum and the call of 
social movements of Porto Alegre. 

We have gathered in Florence to express our opposition to a 
European order based on corporate power and neoliberalism. 
This market model leads to constant attacks on the conditions 
and rights of workers, social inequalities and oppression of 
women and ethnic minorities, and social exclusion of the 
unemployed and migrants. It leads to environmental degrada¬ 
tion, privatisation and job insecurity. It drives powerful coun¬ 
tries to try and dominate the economies of weaker countries, 
often to deny them real self-determination. Once more it is 
leading to war. 

We have come together to strengthen and enlarge our 
alliances because the construction of another Europe and 
another world is now urgent. We seek to create a world of 
equality, social rights and respect for diversity, a world in which 
education, fair jobs, healthcare and housing are rights for all, 
with the right to consume safe foods produced by farmers and 
peasants, a world without poverty, without sexism, without 
racism, and without homophobia. A world that puts people 
before profits. A world without war. 

We have come together to discuss alternatives, but we must 
continue to enlarge our networks and to plan the campaigns 
and struggles that together can make this different future 
possible. Great movements and struggles have begun across 
Europe: the European social movements are representing a 
new and concrete possibility to build up another Europe for 
another world. We commit ourselves to enlarge our networks 
for the next year in the following mobilisations and campaigns: 
•Against neoliberalism 

• Against war 
•Against racism 

•Against sexism and homophobia 

• For rights and ‘another Europe’ 


Symbols 


The ESF was the coming together of the traditional 
and organised left across Europe - which made some 
organisations like the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
feel “uncomfortable”. In a joint article Lucy Clem¬ 
ent, Mike Rowley and Martin Thomas write: “Some 
of the iconography of the forum was a little uncom¬ 
fortable. On the Rifondazione stall red headscarves 
with a hammer and sickle print were for sale. Post¬ 
ers, t-shirts, flags of Che Guevara were ubiquitous. 


But somehow that seemed more generous 
populism, an enthusiastic identification with strug¬ 
gle, than curdled chauvinism or - at least on the part 
of the young - any real partiality to Stalinism. Peo¬ 
ple here were desperate to carry on the fight for 
workers, women and all the exploited against glo¬ 
bal capital - and to globalise our own movement. 
Many of them are not quite sure how to do it” 
(posted November 20). 

Yes, the hammer and sickle symbol might in the 
AWL’s eyes only represent the dark years of Sta¬ 


linism, but for millions of people across the globe it 
is a symbol of militancy and human liberation. A 
symbol that illustrates the need for unification. A 
symbol that we actively need to reclaim. In the 
words of a discussion paper of Rifondazione Comu¬ 
nista, we need to “rediscover the best traditions of 
the workers’ movement” - and the Russian Revolu¬ 
tion was one of our finest achievements. Fortunately, 
the organised workers' movement in Italy is not 
afraid to critically lay claim to our past - red flags 
with the hammer and sickle were omnipresent • 


www.arbeiterfotografie.com 
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Which way for PRC? 


R ifondazione Comunista worked 
very hard to give the impression 
that it was not leading the European 
Social Forum. Unsurprisingly, the 
comrades did not succeed. 

In the lead-up to the ESF the comrades ar¬ 
gued in defence of the decision of the World 
Social Forum not to allow any political parties 
to participate in the regional forums. Only on 
the surface is this a contradiction. Rifondazi- 
one’s turn to what they call the ‘anti-global 
movement’ has led the comrades to a semi- 
liquidationist concept of party organisation. 
Alfio Nicotra, for example, a leading member 
of Rifondazione, stated in one of the prepara¬ 
tory meetings that “any political party that is 
integral to the movement has no interest in 
promoting itself - only the movement” 
(Weekly Worker November 5). 

After heated discussions between the PRC 
and most of the other European political par¬ 
ties, a compromise was reached and parties 
were at least allowed to organise workshops. 
However, the comrades from Rifondazione 
stuck to the original WSF orders and did not 
organise any. Like all other parties, they could 
not send any official PRC speaker to any of 
the hundreds of conferences and seminars. 

But just like the Workers Party in Brazil, the 
main organiser behind the World Social Fo¬ 
rum, Rifondazione had of course no problem 
in getting its message across. Members of the 
organisation were everywhere. Its paper 
Liberazione claimed the PRC had some 5,000 
delegates. They were not only instrumental 
in helping to organise tire event: they also took 
an active part in the many meetings. It was 
encouraging to see how open and interested 
many of those Rifondazione members were. 
They came up to our stall, bought our litera¬ 
ture, invited us to their meetings and were 
generally very interested in finding out about 
us and the Socialist Alliance. We established 
organised relations with dozens of people, 
some of whom are organised in the semi-offi¬ 
cial fractions of the PRC. 

The huge anti-war demonstration on No¬ 
vember 10 received extensive coverage on TV 
and the media in general. Even without any 
knowledge of Italian, one could not miss the 
frequent references to Rifondazione, 
comunista, Beitinotti and the sea of red flags 
with the hammer and sickle. Journalists were 
lining up to inteiview leading members of the 



Fausto 

Beitinotti: 

ambivalent 


the forefront of the millions-strong demon¬ 
strations against Berlusconi and the impend¬ 
ing war against Iraq. It has a base among the 
Italian working class and has re-established 
roots - still shallow, of course, compared to 
the days when the ‘official communist’ party 
had over a million members and commanded 
30%-plus of the popular vote. 

No wonder then that the controversial meet¬ 
ing on ‘The movement and political parties’ 
was swamped by at least 6,000 people. This 


was the only meeting dining the ESF where 
political parties were invited to speak from the 
platform. When Fausto Bertinotti, general 
secretary of Rifondazione, took the micro¬ 
phone, the hall exploded. Hundreds joined in 
the communist song Bandera rossa and RC 
flags were waved from side to side. It took 
about five minutes for things to calm down. 

In his speech, comrade Beitinotti displayed 
an ambivalent position towards party organi¬ 
sation: “I have been a member of Rifondazi¬ 
one since the beginning and I am not 
ashamed of anything,” he said, presumably 
including the period when PRC supported the 
social democratic Olive Tree coalition. 

He quickly went on to talk about Rifondazi- 
one’s turn to ‘the movement’: “High politics 
can only come from the sheets. We have to 
be with the movement, in the movement, with¬ 
out attempting to dominate it.” If that is really 
Rifondazione’s outlook, there surely remains 
the question of what exactly the purpose is of 
his or any other party. 

Has PRC taken its turn to the anti-capitalist 
movement too far? We are told that there are 
sharp debates inside Rifondazione as to how 
the organisation should position itself in this 
period of re-emerging class consciousness. 
At the moment, the comrades who advocate 
semi-liquidation into the movement seem to 
form the majority. But nothing is set in stone. 
A number of current developments could 
change Rifondazione’s outlook over the 
course of the next few months. 

For example, the relatively well organised 
left section of the Italian Democratic Left (DS) 
is apparently discussing a breakaway. There 
are suggestions that it could come over as a 
block to Rifondazione. Such a big influx - from 
an admittedly social democratised ex-‘official 
communist’ party - might strengthen those 
who argue for the party to operate more 
openly as a hegemonic working class force. 
Secondly, a sharp increase in the tempo of the 
political and general workers’ struggles could 
lead the PRC to put less emphasis on the 
amorphous ‘no global’ movement • 


Towards a European party 


party. 

Rifondazione’s only official presence was 
at a huge stall on the first floor of tire Padiglione 
Centrale hall, where organisations had paid 
€200 for the privilege. While our own CPGB 
stall, situated right next to RC’s, enjoyed a 
steady flow of people, RC’s was constantly 
thronged with dozens of browsers. 

It was a shame that the party went along 
with the WSF line. With 100,000 card-carry¬ 
ing members, Rifondazione is not only one of 
the biggest left organisations in Europe; po¬ 
litically it is the most influential. It has been at 


W hatever happens, Rifondazione 
Comunista has so far played an in¬ 
credibly important role in bringing 
the European left together and we should ap¬ 
plaud this. But now we must go much fur¬ 
ther. It is to be welcomed, then, that the PRC 
organised a seminar entitled ‘A Proposal to¬ 
wards a European political party’, which was 
addressed by comrade Bertinotti. 

The PRC presented a three-page discus¬ 
sion paper, in which they outlined the need 
for a ‘Europe of peace’, a ‘Europe of eco¬ 
nomic and social rights', a ‘Democratic Eu- 


... we must 
urgently begin 
work on a 
united 
manifesto 
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Europe: meeting the challenge of continental unity * 


In his new book of essays Jack Conrad argues against those 
who view the European Union and the single currency with 
trepidation. The unity of capitalist Europe is our 
opportunity to unite the working class into a single combat 
party - a Communist Party of the EU. An important step in 
that direction would be a European Socialist Alliance. 
ppl29,£5or€8 


rope’ and most importantly, the need for an 
‘Alternative left in Europe’. This is a welcome 
step in the right direction. Without a unified, 
organised European socialist party, the work¬ 
ing class is left without the necessary means 
of taking on the European Union of the 
bosses. 

The paper quite correctly talks about the 
need for working class organisation that is 
independent of the social democratic main¬ 
stream parties - a sensitive issue, as the de¬ 
bate showed. 

Daniel Cirera from the French Communist 
Party defended his party’s support for 
Jospin’s social democrats. Comrade 
Bertinotti, however, stressed the need not to 
“remain on the fringes of those parties.” The 
paper also stresses the need for plurality and 
democracy - or, as the comrades write, “con¬ 
structing the plural subject”. 

However, the actual content of Rifondazi¬ 
one’s ‘proposal’ for a new European politi¬ 
cal party is a bit thin. Neither the discussion 
paper nor Bertinotti’s speech contained any 
proposals on the concrete steps needed to 
make it a reality. 

Let me make a suggestion. If we want to 
present a united challenge at the European 
elections in 2004, we must urgently begin 
work on a united manifesto. If it was arrived 
at through frank and democratic discussion, 
such a manifesto could help establish the 
much needed closer organisational and po¬ 
litical links. It is crucial that political differ¬ 
ences are not just brushed under the carpet, 
but openly discussed. 

Everybody in the meeting agreed that a 
joint manifesto for the elections is desirable. 
If the PRC were to present a draft to the rest of 
the European left, then quick progress might 
be made • 


_ 

Bitter 

taste of 
SWP 
arrogance 
sours day 

I n Florence, the SWP certainly 
did make an impression. There is 
no doubt that the 500 or so 
comrades the International 
Socialist Tendency mobilised were 
noticed by every single person in 
the Fortezza. Where the thou¬ 
sands of Rifondazione members 
modestly tried to camouflage their 
organisation, the SWP was 
promoting itself unashamedly. 

While there was no SWP stall, 
its front organisations, the Anti- 
Nazi League and especially 
Globalise Resistance, were very 
visible with their posters, banners 
and stalls. A daily rally in the court 
of the Fortezza was followed by 
mini-demonstrations, in which the 
1ST comrades walked round and 
round, displaying ‘F**k capitalism’ 
placards and shouting “People, 
not profit”, “SWP, SWP” and other 
such catchy slogans. When selling 
Socialist Worker or its interna¬ 
tional equivalents, the comrades 
seem to have been to told to 
shout: “Socialist Worker, one 
solution, revolution”. 

While the SWP was undoubt¬ 
edly able to impress some of the 
younger, politically inexperienced 
people in the Fortezza, most 
people followed the daily specta¬ 
cle with mild amusement. 

But things turned sour on the 
Saturday, the day of the demon¬ 
stration. First, Globalise Resist¬ 
ance managed to persuade the 
organisers that it should be down 
to GR to front the contingent from 
Britain, not the representatives of 
the trade unions or the Socialist 
Alliance banner. Then they ignored 
the pre-arranged order of the 
demonstration and led the British 
section to the front of the march - 
bypassing not only the huge 
contingent of Rifondazione 
Comunista, but also the hundreds 
of Fiat workers. 

A number of non-SWP mem¬ 
bers in the British contingent 
unsuccessfully argued against 
this move and quite a few went 
their own way at this point. It was 
the Fiat workers and the stewards 
who physically ‘convinced’ the 
comrades to go back to their 
earlier arranged position - but not 
without a few moments of pushing 
and shoving. Other contingents 
looked on in sheer astonishment. 

Rather than admitting that this 
clumsy attempt at self-promotion 
was a mistake, the comrades from 
the SWP have resorted to all kinds 
of stories in an attempt to justify 
their aborted attempt to place 
themselves at the head of the 
march. According to one SWP 
member, the organisers “feared 
an attack by the police”. Seeing so 
many young people would 
hopefully deter them. Another 
SWPer told a CPGB comrade: “We 
earned the right to lead the march 
- we organised the biggest anti-war 
demo in Europe” • 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


No witch-hunts, 
no expulsions 


O n Saturday November 16 the 
Socialist Alliance executive 
considered a motion from Bed¬ 
fordshire SA to ban two 
founder-members from future meetings 
and to seek then' expulsion from the SA. 

Coming after the exit of the Socialist 
Party, the resignations of first Dave 
Church and more recently Liz Davies, this 
represents a veiy wonying development. 
Far from uniting the left, the beginning 
of expulsions is a sure signal that the SA 
is failing. Whether the expulsions are car¬ 
ried out or not will tell us a great deal about 
how far the SA has begun to follow the 
path of Arthur Scargill’s Socialist Labour 
Party. 

The Socialist Workers Party-promoted 
BSA motion for banning and expelling 
the two comrades is the clearest and 
most public expression of a witch-hunt. 
By this we mean a politically motivated 
attempt to silence an opponent by ban¬ 
ning, sacking or expelling them from the 
workplace, trade union or party. The 
method is to find a pretext for action and 
then whip up an irrational level of fear and 
hostility against the intended victims. 
The targets of a witch-hunt are then 
demonised. Normally it is only ruthless 
employers who are skilled at using this 
method. 

The SWP is opposed to the political 
views of the comrades they are seeking 
to expel. But instead of dealing with these 
issues politically, the SWP has sought 
to denigrate and smear them. In Luton 
the SWP has a long and rotten tradition 
of smears, bans and expulsions of com¬ 
rades who do not politically agree with 
them. Now the SWP are starting to bring 
this into the SA. 

But not according to the SA national 
secretary, Rob Hoveman of the SWP. It 
is no witch-hunt: it is just an ordinary ex¬ 
pulsion. hr reply to a query, he cites two 
issues mentioned in the BSA motion. He 
says: “My understanding of the events 
relating to the Beds SA accounts is rather 
different from yours. Jane was replaced 
as treasurer months ago and despite 
numerous requests refused to hand over 
the accounts because ‘she didn't trust 
the new officers’.’’ The second point 
made by Rob is to assure us that “the 
motion [of expulsion], which is not pri¬ 
marily moved by SWP members but 
whose movers include two independents 
who are at the end of their tether, is moti¬ 
vated by comrades being sick of con¬ 
stant verbally and physically aggressive 
behaviour by the two named individu¬ 
als”. 

Both the motion and Rob are factu¬ 
ally inaccurate. 

There has never been a refusal to trans¬ 
fer funds. There is both correspondence 
and motions passed by the platform and 
the BSA to that effect. Collectively all of 
the ex-officers had simply demanded 
certain safeguards because they did not 
trust the SWP. These safeguards were 
demanded for two reasons. 

First, because of the slanders being 
spread by SWP members against Jane 
Clarke that she was “untrustworthy”. 
Comrade Clarke is a regional treasurer for 
the Fire Brigades Union. This character 
assassination was and is unwarranted 
and without foundation. It was being 
made irresponsibly as a provocative 
‘wind-up’ without regard to the wider 
context of the class struggle in which 
such slanders could be used to under¬ 
mine the left in the FBU. 

Secondly it is because the current of¬ 
ficers did not appear to have any finan¬ 
cial probity - there was no bank account 
details forthcoming. None of them knew 
what to do - that is, apart from the secre¬ 
tary saying that any cheque should be 
made payable to himself personally! 

The non-issue of finances has, as 
agreed by all concerned, now been trans¬ 
ferred upwards to involve the national 
treasurer, comrade Tess McMahon. 

Second, the motion implies that these 
two supporters of the Democratic and 
Republican Platfonn “totally prevented 
the discussion of important business”. 
In fact it was the BSA officers that pre¬ 
vented us discussing struggles around 


the firefighters and Iraq. The BSA offic¬ 
ers planned the agenda and chaired the 
meeting. When a DR Platform member 
moved next business during the meeting 
so we could get on to important issues, 
the SWP opposed this. It was the DR 
Platform that called for a special meeting 
to discuss the firefighters and Iraq. It was 
the BSA officers that opposed this. 

Sadly the BSA has done no ‘public ac¬ 
tivity’ since these current officers took 
charge on April 1, apart from the ill-fated 
local election campaign where the SWP 
literally went off and did their own thing. 

Third, the claims of “appalling verbally 
abusive behaviour” is emotive and 
demagogic. Certainly comrades on both 
sides became angry and raised their 


voices. But even if we were to call this 
“verbally abusive behaviour” this was 
not confined to one side or these two 
comrades. SWP members were not pas¬ 
sive. They actively led the exchanges, 
beginning with Ged Peck, who then felt 
it necessary to apologise to the meeting 
for his outrageous behaviour. 

Finally, the motion refers to “threats of 
physical violence made towards SA 
members, as witnessed by many com¬ 
rades”. First there was no physical vio¬ 
lence. Nor was there any prospect of 
such violence. So the real question is 
what do these words mean? Who said 
what to whom? Who is accusing whom 
of what? 

Swamping 

As to the implication that the move to 
expel comrades came from ‘independ¬ 
ents’, this case illustrates only too 
clearly how the SWP uses the inde¬ 
pendents. It perhaps is also worth 
pointing out that as well as all of the ex¬ 
officers resigning following the farce of 
the SWP swamping the ‘AGM’ with all 
thek ‘flotsam and jetsam’ - people who 
had been seen neither before nor since 
- and die national sanction for diis, the 
SWP still have just three nominal 
‘indies’ on their side. 

Because of the scarcity of independ¬ 
ents supporting the SWP, they have had 
to incorporate all of them onto their of¬ 
ficers group to give it a democratic ve¬ 
neer. In the BSA officers group the 
secretary, Keith Woods, is an SWP mem¬ 
ber. Comrade Mustaq A is a workplace 
ally and close friend of Ged Peck, who 
has set himself up as witch-finder gen¬ 
eral. Aldiough connade Vince C shares 
a house widi SWP comrades, we have 
always considered him as the only genu¬ 
ine independent on the officers group. 
He refused to support the motion for 
banning and expulsion. Finally Tina B 
was an SWP-sponsored chair of the 
BSA. 

The real game is given away by the be¬ 
haviour of Tina B. Aldiough elected chair, 
Tina has not yet chaired a single BSA 
meeting and. as far as we can tell, has not 
attended any officers’ meetings. Most 
significandy she was not at the meeting 
where the events referred to in the mo¬ 
tion are supposed to have occurred. But 
she still signed the motion as if she was 
a witness to events. 


The BSA chair should be someone all 
sides trust, because she is supposedly 
the chair for all members. Any democratic 
labour movement would expect that 
much from their chair. When she heal'd 
of the allegations, she should have con¬ 
tacted the accused and asked for their 
side of the story. Instead of doing that, 
she simply let her name be added to the 
motion. She has failed to carry out any 
of her responsibilities as chair. This was 
pointed out to her at the meeting and in 
a letter from comrade Eryk K, but she still 
voted for it. 

Despite what Rob Hoveman tries to im¬ 
ply, it was an S WP-motivated motion with 
an attempt to use the indies a cover. For¬ 
tunately the camouflage is simply not 


good enough. The main movers of the 
motion and its main advocates at the 
meeting were the SWP’s Keith Woods, 
the SWP’s Ged Peck and the local SWP 
organiser, Viv Smith. The implication of 
the latter is quite clear for anybody who 
understands the SWP’s ‘democratic cen¬ 
tralism’. SWP full-timers do not act off 
their own bat. They act in such matters 
under the instructions of an SWP cen¬ 
tral committee member. Perhaps the cen¬ 
tral committee forgot to tell Rob! 

We need only contrast the misconduct 
by an SA worker in the national office, 
which prompted Liz Davies’ resignation. 
This event prompted an investigation 
and no doubt the opportunity for this 
comrade to put his side of the story. As 
far as we know, no action was taken 
against this comrade. But we hear that 
office procedures are to be tightened up 
in relation to signing cheques. (We are 
certainly not calling for this connade to 
be expelled.) 

Contrast this with the two comrades 
in the Bedfordshire SA who the SWP 
voted to ban from meetings and seek to 
expel. What did these comrades do? 
Nothing apart from participate in a heated 
meeting, which was debating what to do 
with the funds and whether democratic 
BSA decisions had been carried out or 
not. Surely just another case for tighten¬ 
ing up on chairing procedures? 

In tire first case it was a slap on the wrist 
and a tightening up of office procedures, 
hr the second we have the SWP seeking 
an arbitrary ban and air attempt to secure 
expulsion. No prizes for guessing that the 
first case involves an SWP member and 
the second are those who oppose the 
politics of the SWP. This is why we call it 
a witch-hunt. Such a wide variety in treat¬ 
ment is explained by political motives of 
those who currently have the real power 
in the SA. 

The arguments in the BSA about who 
said what to whom reflects a clash of 
definite politics. We can make no sense 
of what is going on without understand¬ 
ing that there is a political battle in the 
BSA about the future direction of the 
organisation. The two comrades threat¬ 
ened with expulsion just happen to be 
leading advocates of one side. Follow¬ 
ing the events in December 2001 when 
the SWP ousted its main rival and coun¬ 
ter-weight, the Socialist Party, the SWP 
moved to take over the BSA. 


hr April 2002, after a three-nronth strug¬ 
gle, the SWP took control. A new offic¬ 
ers group was elected at a meeting called 
by the national executive, which was at¬ 
tended only by the SWP and their sup¬ 
porters. All the ex-officers and their 
supporters, who had set up the BSA, 
formed themselves into the BSA Demo¬ 
cratic and Republican Platform. Tire fun¬ 
damental issues which had divided the 
BSA did not disappear. On the contrary 
they began to take different forms. 

The Democratic and Republican Plat¬ 
form believes that the SA must win the 
working class and tire socialist movement 
to break from Labour. This could not be 
achieved by just preaching old 
‘Labourist’ politics and trying to become 


a substitute Labour Party. On the con¬ 
trary we had to win the working class to 
a democratic and republican programme. 
People before profit , the SA programme, 
is formally a republican socialist pro¬ 
gramme. But the SWP, the dominant 
group in the SA, more or less ignores this. 
In our view this is a major political error. 
Republicanism is one of the main weap¬ 
ons for an assault on the bastions of New 
Labour. 

Labourism versus republicanism is not 
tiie only issue dividing the BSA. The DR 
Platform proclaims: “We seek to defend 
and promote the independence and 
unity of the alliance. We are opposed to 
narrowing down of the SA so that it be¬ 
comes a peripheiy or support organisa¬ 
tion for any one party. To strengthen the 
independence of the SA, we must (i) 
adopt the aim of becoming an independ¬ 
ent working class party, and (ii) launch a 
weekly Socialist Alliance paper.” 

The platform says that in order “to 
build the unity of the S A we need a demo¬ 
cratic, federal constitution to ensure 
openness of ideas and the inclusion of 
all political trends”. In practical terms, 
supporters of the platform had proposed 
a new constitution for the BSA after the 
December 2001 conference, which in¬ 
cluded provisions to ensure that any af¬ 
filiated organisations would have a seat 
on the BSA executive. 

Outraged 

The SWP opposes the platform on all 
these issues. They are against a national 
SA paper and the aim of becoming a 
party. The SWP views the SA as a united 
front with a narrow perspective of elec¬ 
toral work. Shortly after taking control of 
the BSA, the SWP secured the appoint¬ 
ment of an SWP member as candidate for 
the Challney ward in Luton. Many, if not 
all, independent members were outraged 
because there was no proper or demo¬ 
cratic process whatsoever for either de¬ 
ciding whether to stand a candidate or 
selecting the candidate - this poor com¬ 
rade was imposed behind closed doors. 
The predictable result was 18 votes and 
a large debt. 

Here is the beginning of the battle over 
the BSA funds. The SWP failed to pre¬ 
pare for the election or raise any funds. 
But they thought there was a pot of gold 
raised by the former officers and became 
focused, to tiie exclusion of all else, on 


getting their hands on the loot. They 
seemed to think that the way to expedite 
matters was to accuse the ex-treasurer of 
being “untrustworthy”. 

The minutes of September 2002 
record that, “In response to a letter from 
the officers group mandated by mem¬ 
bers at the previous meeting (6/8/02) ex¬ 
officers replied requesting a meeting 
with the current officers before state¬ 
ments, accounts closure confirmation 
and monies could be provided due to 
slanderous statements by members 
[later amended to read “Steve Coglan”, 
an SWP member].” 

A motion was passed dealing with the 
transfer of the accounts at the same meet¬ 
ing which both sides agreed to. But the 
new officers failed to carry it out. The new 
treasurer failed to turn up at the planned 
meeting, the chair was unaware that the 
meeting had been arranged and the 
transfer did not take place. 

After the heated meeting of all mem¬ 
bers in October, the following motion was 
passed unanimously by the DR Platfonn. 
It was sent to the BSA officers for 
actioning and put on the BSA elist. The 
motion said as follows: 

“1. This meeting recognises the vital im¬ 
portance to tiie working class movement 
of the threat of war against the Iraqi peo¬ 
ple and the struggle of the firefighters 
and emergency fire control operators for 
thek justifiable pay claim. 

2. We call for a special meeting of the B S A 
to be held within the next two weeks to 
discuss these vital issues and what role 
the BSA can play. 

3. It should also be noted that we are not 
prepared to discuss the issue of BSA fi¬ 
nances at this meeting since experience 
shows that this is counterproductive. 

4. We (the ex-officers) are prepared to 
settle the issue of finances: 

(i) If the motion passed by the Septem¬ 
ber BSA meeting is strictly adhered to in 
the letter and spirit of that motion; or 

(ii) If the SA national treasurer/executive 
meets with the ex-officers of tiie BSA so 
that a full account can be given and the 
necessary transfer can take place.” 

The majority of officers and the SWP 
- which in many respects is one and the 
same thing - responded by calling for 
bans and expulsions. At tiie November 
all-members meeting, the motion (sorry, 
Rob. you were wrong) was proposed 
only by SWP members Smith, Woods 
and Peck, assisted by the treasurer, who 
informed the meeting that he was not 
feeling well, but - true to form - despite 
there being no specific charges, no in¬ 
vestigation whatsoever by anyone, the 
SWP all, sheep-like, voted for it. 

Fortunately the SA executive has 
pulled back from banning the comrades 
from BSA meetings. The ban has been 
lifted and the executive will send a repre¬ 
sentative to future meetings until these 
matters are resolved. We believe that this 
is a very sensible action. It is also correct 
from a democratic point of view. 

The other side of this faction fight was 
on display in Luton town centre last 
weekend. The SWP were out campaign¬ 
ing for tiie firefighters as tiie SWP, not 
as part of the S A. We can and do applaud 
their activity. But it was not SA activity. 
The three SA independents who at¬ 
tached themselves to the SWP were 
nowhere to be seen. There is nothing for 
them to do until another election conies 
round. Supporters of the platform were 
at the other end of the town collecting 
money and petitioning in the name of the 
SA, alongside and with Bedfordshire 
FBU non-SA members. 

Despite these latest SWP efforts to get 
rid off any real political opposition to the 
way in which the SWP continue to mis¬ 
manage tiie BSA, these two comrades, 
along with the Democratic and Republi¬ 
can Platform, will not simply walk away 
or shut up. We will continue to fight to 
build a bigger, better, broad and inclusive, 
non-sectarian Socialist Alliance in Bed¬ 
fordshire - despite the efforts of the 
witch-hunters • 

Danny Thompson 
Beds SA Democratic and 
Republican Platform 


The Socialist Workers Party is opposed to the political 
views of the comrades they are seeking to expel. But 
instead of dealing with these issues politically, the 
SWP has sought to denigrate and smear them 
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Executive committee 

Support firefighters, oppose war 



Muslims welcome - but should MAB be co-sponsor? 


T he Socialist Alliance executive 
committee effectively drew a line 
under the resignation of former 
chair Liz Davies at its November 
16 meeting. A report into the matter, pre¬ 
sented by myself, was passed unani¬ 
mously as amended. It received support 
from Celia Foote of the Leeds Left Alli¬ 
ance, a political ally of comrade Davies, 
as well as gaining the endorsement of all 
‘independent’ members of the executive. 

There will be a full verbal report of the 
matters surrounding comrade Davies’s 
resignation at the national council meet¬ 
ing in London on December 14. With all 
executive members voicing their con¬ 
cerns and opinions on the report, we 
spent two and a half hours on this mat¬ 
ter. 

The strangest contribution came from 
comrade Foote, who read out a state¬ 
ment, written in advance, which largely 
ignored the substantive matters around 
the events that triggered comrade Dav¬ 
ies’s resignation and instead concen¬ 
trated on criticising the left groups that 
support the Socialist Alliance. Given that 
Celia is on the executive representing one 
of the left groups - the Alliance for Green 
Socialism - this represented a factional 
statement from herself, Mike Davies and 
other like-minded members of AGS. For 
her and the AGS it seems that some left 
groups are above criticism - namely their 
own. 

Most of the statement was spent at¬ 
tacking the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
- and Martin Thomas in particular - with 
a sideswipe at the CPGB for concentrat¬ 
ing only on the bureaucracy of the So¬ 
cialist Alliance. This was odd, given that 
at the executive I distributed a personal 
statement reiterating the opinions I have 
made in the Weekly Worker, which essen¬ 
tially puts the political responsibility for 
the SA’s becalmed state at the door of 
the Socialist Workers Party. 

It seems possible that comrade Liz 
Davies will find a factional home with the 
Alliance for Green Socialism. 

With Lesley Mahmood and Steve 
Godward sharing the chairing duties, the 
executive went on to hear reports on the 
Fire Brigades Union pay dispute, the 
political fund. Stop the War Coalition and 
on preparations for our March 15 annual 
conference. 

There was a fruitful discussion around 
the firefighters’ dispute and comrade 
Godward, FBU activist and suspended 
divisional secretary of the union, gave a 
summary of the current situation, report¬ 
ing a fighting mood on the picket lines. 
The executive was keen to urge S A mem¬ 
bers to give maximum support to the 
strike and called on FBU members to push 
the leadership from below in order to 
maintain democratic control of the dis¬ 
pute. Alan Thomett (International Social¬ 
ist Group - Resistance) presented a 
motion to the executive that was passed 
unanimously with minor amendments. 

The resolution calls on all local alli¬ 
ances to: support the FBU picket lines; 
join or set up local support groups; dis¬ 
tribute the SA leaflet on the strike; invite 
an FBU speaker to your branch; organ¬ 
ise cash collections; organise workplace 
walkouts over safety cover; help organ¬ 
ise mass pickets if troops cross picket 
lines; step up the fight on the political 
fund by moving a resolution in your 
union branch and distributing the SA 
pamphlet Whose money is it anyway? 

The executive also discussed agitat¬ 
ing for the FBU to lobby the TUC to de¬ 
mand solidarity and urged the 
preparation of a leaflet by ex-servicemen 
in the union, explaining why crossing 
picket lines by the military is against the 
interests of the whole community. 


The other issue that took some time 
was a discussion around the Stop the 
War Coalition. lohn Rees (SWP) submit¬ 
ted a motion supporting the initiative of 
the European Social Forum to coordinate 
a European-wide response to any attack 
on Iraq. Further, the motion called on the 
SA to hold meetings, “making the links 
between privatisation, the firefighters’ 
dispute and the imperialist attack on Iraq”. 
I moved an amendment deleting the pro¬ 
posal that these meetings be themed 
‘Why we oppose globalisation and war’. 
I received the support of Martin Thomas 
of the AWL. Tess McMahon abstained. 

The motion was passed unanimously 
with an amendment from Mark Hoskis- 
son (Workers Power), calling on SA 
members to organise anti-war activity in 
then' unions and workplaces. The execu¬ 
tive is urging all local Socialist Alliances 
to affiliate to the Stop the War Coalition 
in preparation for the December 7 na¬ 
tional conference. Nick Wrack (unaffili- 
ated) was elected as our delegate. 

Martin Thomas moved the following 
motion that attracted some strong de¬ 
bate: 

“The SA executive welcomes the 
growth of a large anti-war movement in 
this country and resolves to strive to 
mobilise the alliance to be an active and 
prominent force in building this move¬ 
ment. We give full support for the national 
demonstration called by the Stop the 
War Coalition for February 15. 

"While doing this, the alliance will of 
course continue to promote our own dis¬ 
tinctive socialist politics, organising alli¬ 
ance meetings on the war with, where 
possible, the participation of Iraqi social¬ 
ists. 

“We believe, however, that within the 
Stop the War Coalition, the SA should 
argue against future STW activities be¬ 
ing co-sponsored with the Muslim As¬ 
sociation of Britain.” 

The first two paragraphs were passed 
unanimously. However, the final para¬ 
graph on the Muslim Association of 
Britain only received support from my¬ 


self and Martin Thomas. Steve Godward 
and Tess McMahon abstained. 

My support for the motion has 
sparked some controversy among CPGB 
comrades, some of whom think I was in 
error. No doubt debate will ensue. I ar¬ 
gued that the MAB was the political rep¬ 
resentation of the Muslim Brotherhood 
in Britain. The Muslim Brotherhood rep¬ 
resents alien and hostile class interests 
to the working class. No one at the ex¬ 
ecutive argued that the MAB was any¬ 
thing other than the Muslim 
Brotherhood in Britain. 

The Muslim Brotherhood is not some 
amorphous community movement, but 
is effectively a political party. Politically 
it is to the right of the Justice and Devel¬ 
opment party that has just taken power 
in Turkey. I argued that by relying on 
such reactionary forces to mobilise the 
muslim community we fall into an in¬ 
verted islamophobia. We retreat from the 
politics of contesting reactionary politi¬ 
cal islam. By presenting ourselves as 
being arm in arm with the right wing of 
the muslim community, we are sending 
the wrong message to the radicalising 
and secularising women and youth from 
this section of British society. 

There was no suggestion that future 
demonstrations of the Stop the War 
Coalition exclude the MAB. However, it 
is clear that stewarding of these events 
needs to be sharpened up. 

Given that the executive supported the 
section of the resolution that says the SA 
will continue to “promote our own dis¬ 
tinctive socialist politics”, I look forward 
to a shift in the drafting of SA leaflets on 
such demonstrations that emphasise our 
commitment to secularism, democracy 
and both freedom of religion and free¬ 
dom from religious bigotry. 

I notice on the websites of the Stop the 
War Coalition and the Muslim Associa¬ 
tion of Britain that the national demon¬ 
stration for February 15 is not 
co-sponsored, but is an initiative of the 
STWC alone. Does this mean that the 
leadership of the STWC and their allies 


on the SA executive vote one way, but 
in fact act in the spirit of the defeated mo¬ 
tion? 

With the office secretariat meeting 
weekly and Tess McMahon firmly back 
in charge of finances, the reports on the 
office and finance show that planning 
and management is much tighter. This is 
a welcome outcome from the recent 
events. 

Rob Hoveman, Will McMahon. 
Mandy Baker and myself were elected 
to the secretariat. I said that I accepted 
re-election to this functionary body with 
reluctance. The CPGB, as a minority on 
the executive, feels that the majority - 
particularly the SWP - is not pulling its 
political weight as it should: ie, acting as 
a majority. I am happy to sit on the secre¬ 
tariat in both a supervisory role and in 
order to facilitate the smooth running of 
the national office and the work of the 
national secretary and office worker. 

I caused Margaret Manning some up¬ 
set by questioning the political basis of 
a proposed Socialist Alliance women- 
only meeting to be held in January next 
year in Manchester. I wanted to know if 
it was an official meeting convened by 
the joint women’s officers, Margaret 
Manning and Lesley Mahmood. If so, I 
argued, the meeting should be open to 
all members of the Socialist Alliance in¬ 
terested in developing policy for wom¬ 
en’s emancipation. If it was not an official 
meeting, but was a women-only caucus, 
then it had no right being on the agenda 
of the executive. The SA constitution 
allows for all-women meetings of mem¬ 
bers, though these have no formal role 
within the SA structure. 

This position caused indignation from 
other members on behalf of comrade 
Manning. After the meeting comrade 
Thomett called me a sexist. John Rees 
also put his oar in, upsetting comrade 
Manning further. She felt that comrade 
Rees was being condescending on the 
matter, but would not take up the politi¬ 
cal points either I or John made. 

My basic position is that the politics 
of women’s oppression is the business 
of all socialists. It should not be just ‘left 
to the women’, giving men an easy out 
from taking joint responsibility for over¬ 
coming the oppression of women. The 
constitution allows for all-women cau¬ 
cuses, but all-women committees set up 
to consider formal SA policy should not 
be part of our decision-making structures. 
It seems, however, that the meeting is 
going ahead on a women-only basis. Its 
status within the alliance is unclear. 

The final piece of controversy was 
around a motion from Bedfordshire So¬ 
cialist Alliance calling on the executive 
to expel Danny Thompson and Jane 
Clarke from the Socialist Alliance for al¬ 
leged continual intimidating and inappro¬ 
priate behaviour. The BSA resolution 
also excludes the two comrades - sup¬ 


porters of the Democratic and Republi¬ 
can Platform, backed by the Revolution¬ 
ary Democratic Group - from BSA 
meetings. 

The executive passed this straight 
onto the appeals committee, which is 
convened by Mike Marqusee. We also 
agreed that the BSA could not exclude 
bona fide SA members from meetings. 
However, the chair retains the right to 
exclude people on the basis of unruly or 
violent behaviour. The executive will 
send a member to attend all BSA meet¬ 
ings until the appeals committee reaches 
its conclusions. Under the SA constitu¬ 
tion, only the appeals committee can ex¬ 
pel members. 

Annual conference will be on March 
15 2003 at the South Camden Community 
School in London. The deadline for reso¬ 
lutions will be January 24; for amend¬ 
ments, February 21. The venue holds 500 
and attendance will thus be limited. The 
conference fee will be £15 waged, £6 
unwaged. 

The executive heard a report on pos¬ 
sible constitutional amendments from 
myself. The executive will consider pro¬ 
posing changes to the constitution at its 
January meeting. One such issue for 
debate will be around the method of elect¬ 
ing the executive. Annual conference 
may vote for a new method. However, so 
that members can prepare with some 
certainty of what they are dealing with, 
we have decided to recommend that the 
next elections will be run on the existing 
method: ie, using the alternative vote sys¬ 
tem between competing slates. 

Nominations for individuals to be con¬ 
sidered for inclusion on slates should be 
submitted, with 100 words of supporting 
text, by January 24, and provisional 
slates by February 21, though extra 
names may be added to those slates up 
to 2pm on the day of conference. 

The national council (executive plus 
one delegate from each local alliance) is 
on December 14. John Rees gave notice 
that he would report on discussions with 
Tony Benn and the Morning Star’s Com¬ 
munist Party of Britain about a joint cam¬ 
paign for what is now the SA majority 
policy, for a ‘no’ vote in the euro referen¬ 
dum. National council will consider: the 
resignation of the chair; the firefighters’ 
strike and related trade union matters; 
anti-war campaigning; elections in 2003 
and 2004 (including the euro referen¬ 
dum); annual conference. 

Will McMahon reported that 1.800 
members are registered at the national 
office, and he estimates that there are 
another 300 who have paid up locally but 
not had their details relayed to the office. 
For next year, he proposed that member¬ 
ship be administered nationally and that 
it be run not for the calendar year, but for 
a year from the date of paying a 
subscription • 

Marcus Strom 
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THE LEFT 


Building Chris Bambery’s ‘new 


K enny McEwan of the Scottish Socialist Party attended 
the October 18-20 conference of the Socialist Workers 
Party in London. Though his report to the SSP member¬ 
ship - which we reprint in full - is somewhat dated, it 
does cast a very useful light on the SWP’s internal life and 
regime. The SWP claims to practice democratic centralism. In 
truth what we see is a classic example of bureaucratic central¬ 
ism. 

Real debate in the SWP is confined to the central committee. 
Conference exists to affirm the political victory of the dominant 
grouping, not to thrash out the arguments, let alone reconsider 
or change the line. Alex Callinicos writes in Socialist Worker of 
“democracy, debate and openness” being essential, but this is 
purely for external consumption, maybe simply for those 
abroad. 

SWP membership is stunningly passive. This is evidenced by 
the appallingly low level of contributions to the Pre-conference 
bulletin and the role played by rank and file conference 
delegates. They exist to do the bidding of the leadership and to 
ritualistically confirm the line of the dominant central commit¬ 
tee grouping. Speaker after speaker gets up to agree with the 
main rapporteur and their chosen message. 

This is inevitable while permanent factions are outlawed and 
difference on the central committee remain a closed book to 
the membership. From the viewpoint of the central committee 
their mistrust of democracy is understandable. Quickly re¬ 
cruited and badly educated, the rank and file stands markedly 
to the right. Therefore democracy must be carefully managed 
and gutted of any real content. The fact that for the first time 
the SWP’s national council has been fully elected is a shocking 
admission in itself. Why was the majority previously appointed? 
But the fact of the matter is that an alternative list system 
operates and that means the central committee retains full 
control. 

The SWP is at the moment verging on hysteria. Once again 
there is a new mood. Parallels are being drawn with the late 
1960s and that period of worldwide radicalisation. What this 
poses for the SWP is an escape from the doldrums and rapid 
growth. Instead of learning from the mistakes of the past and 
the recent positive examples of regroupment, the SWP is 
looking to build itself into a “mass revolutionary party” through 
direct recruitment and a series of united front transmission 
belts of which the Socialist Alliance is one of many. The 
likelihood of hordes of leftwing youth and militant workers 
flocking into the SWP - and staying - is actually highly improb¬ 
able. The SWP is still a confessional sect with a typically 
unappealing internal life. Recruit a few thousand it might. But it 
will also simultaneously lose a few thousand. 

After the death of Tony Cliff the SWP central committee did 
play with the idea of building a real party by in the first place 
regrouping the revolutionary left. The concrete expression of 
that was the Socialist Alliance and it is true that the SWP 
membership in Scotland now exists as a platform in the 
Scottish Socialist Party. But the Socialist Alliance is to be left at 
an infantile stage of development. Neither a party nor a loose 
confederation, but an SWP “united front of a special type”. 

At present it would appear that the SWP’s man of action, 
Chris Bambery, is the dominant figure on the central commit¬ 
tee. The quadrumvirate of Bambery, Chris Harman, John Rees 
and Alex Callinicos is still intact, but the contradictions between 
what the comrades are doing in Scotland and what they are 
doing in the rest of Britain are becoming more and more 
pronounced. Certainly moves towards a left party in the 
European Union - a European Socialist Alliance - would throw 
the SWP as it now exists into crisis, as would the success of the 
SSP in constituting a part of a pro-independence majority in the 
Holyrood parliament in Edinburgh. 


Fighting fund 


Don’t worry 

Another good week has left me confident that November will 
see us exceed our £450 target and eat into that worrying short- 
fall for2002. 

Thanks to gifts from GF (£30), KV (£25), RT, TO and S W (£20 
each), our total has gone up by £135 and now stands at £397. 
With over a week to go we really should aim to go well over 
£500, which would leave us with a good chance of ending the 
year in the black. At present the deficit for 2002 stands at £134. 

Comrade KV’s cheque was accompanied by an admission 
that he is one of those ‘freeloaders’ who continually read us on 
the web. Rather guiltily, KV owns up to his sins. 

Don’t worry about it, comrade: a standing order foim is in the 
post - all you have to do is fill it in and send it back! • 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, or send cheques, payable to 
Weekly Worker 



P rior to the start of conference two an¬ 
nouncements were made. The first con¬ 
cerned the poll result of Paul Foot, Socialist 
Alliance candidate for the London mayoral 
election. The conference was pleased to hear 
that he received 13% of the vote, beating the 
Greens and Lib Denis and only just being 
beaten by the Tories. This was an excellent 
result for the alliance. The second announce¬ 
ment was that the Socialist Workers Party’s 
100-member national council will now be 
elected in its entirety by the conference. Pre¬ 
viously only 25% were elected this way. 

ANTI-WAR _ 

Chris Harman: 

War, recession and 
resistance 

Chris discussed the impact of the world eco¬ 
nomic downturn, covering the situation in 
many countries - ie, Russia, Argentina, Japan, 
etc - pointing out that Britain was not immune 
to this downturn. Fie then looked at the politi¬ 
cal implication of this crisis in terms of a rise in 
parties of the left and right. Allied to this is a 
rise in the anti-capitalist movement. 

One issue emerging from the new political 
and economic situation was the rise in US 
imperialist hegemony, which is encapsulated 
in the war against Iraq. The US see the way 
clear to achieve this due to the weakness of 
its rivals: ie, Japan and Russia. The situation, 
however, is not clear-cut, as other capitalist 
nations are weary of this happening. Also the 
situation in Britain with Blair’s support for the 
war and Bush is not as solid as he would like 
and could blow up in his face. 

Leading the resistance to US hegemony 
and war is the anti-war movement, the rise of 
trade union militancy led by the left TU lead¬ 
ers and the upcoming firefighters’ strike. This 
represents an upturn in the mood of the work¬ 
ing class generally, and in the anti-capitalism 
movement worldwide. The events of Septem¬ 
ber 28 should be viewed as a Genoa or Seattle 
for England and Wales. 

In summing up, central to the work of the 
SWP over the next period will be the firefight¬ 
ers’ strike and the anti-war movement. This 
will be achieved by working in their united 
fronts and using the Marxist forums to spread 
the ideas of the SWP. A note of interest is that 
it was acknowledged that prior to this upswing 
many SWP branches were in the doldrums. 

Speakers from the floor reiterated Chris’s 
points. 

ANTI-WAR _ 

Lindsay German: Our 
tasks in the Stop the 
War Coalition 

The SWP played a central role in setting up 
the STWC which was opposed by others: ie. 


Greens, CND, etc, which are now part of the 
coalition. Also the involvement of muslims is 
regarded as being fundamental to the anti-war 
movement. The anti-poll tax movement is 
viewed as a model of how to build a success¬ 
ful united front movement. However, there is 
a need to be wary of the STWC being pulled 
in a rightward direction. The momentum needs 
to be maintained, and events being atranged 
on October 31 should help this. 

Speakers talked about plans for the 31 st and 
about the impact of the 28th on people. 

TimiftE immm _ 

David Hayes: The rise 
of the left trade union 
leaders 

This represents an upturn in the mood of the 
working class. However, not all leaders are the 
same or have the same support within their 
unions. They face pressure from both sides: 
ie, the rank and file and NL. This pressure will 
determine the way in which they orientate in 
the future. 

In the meantime there is a need to build sup¬ 
port and contacts within the TUs, using the 
new rank and file papers. There is also a need 
to build firefighters’ support groups. Also 
there is a need to build broad lefts within TUs 
to support leaders and to ensure pressure on 
them also. 

mm ui¥ims _ 

Martin Smith: 
Organising the rank 
and file 

Key to rank and file work is the war and fire¬ 
fighters, combined with use of new rank and 
file papers. This should be linked to building 
broad lefts in unions. 

SOCaMISf ALUANCE 

John Rees: 
Revolutionary party, 
broad party - where 
now for the Socialist 
Alliance? 

There is a general growth worldwide of radi¬ 
calism and in left formations and the issue 
facing die SWP at the moment is, do we still 
need an SWP-type party or a broad-based 
type party like the SSP? 

The SSP has been successful in elections, 
which is why others are looking to us. How¬ 
ever, there are other models which do as well 
in Europe. At present the SWP see no reason 
for the SA to change from its present set-up. 
This is due to the role of New labour, which 
tiie SWP do not view as a wholly capitalist 
party. They point to the role of the unions 


within NL and do not see NL as being funda¬ 
mentally different from the past: ie, it is still a 
reformist party. 

As this is the case there is no need to fol¬ 
low the SSP in creating a new party. The role 
of the S A is that of a UF of a special kind, which 
has done very well in elections, but they 
would not see as expanding to create a new 
party. Their aim is to pull those still in New 
Labour who are to the left towards the SWP. 

Speakers on the session included those 
from the SW platform of the SSP. Jill Hubbard, 
commented that the SSP now see NL as an 
openly capitalist party and as such do not 
wish to work with those still in NL. She cites 
tiie SSP attitude towards George Galloway as 
being a sectarian one and says that the SSP is 
turning its back on other groups and parties. 
A more detailed account of Jill’s analysis can 
be found in her contribution to the SWP’s pre¬ 
conference document United fronts: still rel¬ 
evant today. 

Julie Waterson in her contribution criticised 
reformists who turn their back on NL; she 
pointed to the 40% of the NL conference that 
voted for the anti-war movement. She also 
stated the revolt against Blair was huge. Keir 
McKechnie commented that the SW platform 
is playing a key role in anti-war work and sees 
UF work key to a good turnout to demos. 

PARTY _ 

Chris Bambery: After 
September 28- 
building a new SWP 

September 28 represents an upturn in the left, 
out of which the SWP should be able to or¬ 
ganise and create a new party of the left. The 
28th was better titan tiie anti-poll tax demo and 
lessons from that demo should be learned. For 
example, the organisers of that demo let the 
opportunity to build an opposition to the 
Labour Party slip through their fingers. This 
should not happen now. 

Chris also rounded on any SWP member 
who did not attend the demo, going as far as 
to say that if they did not attend they should 
not be members. He was also very critical of 
the SWP of old. talking about dull meetings, 
poor relationships with others and very low 
expectations in general. This was contrasted 
with the new SWP, which was vibrant, attract¬ 
ing new members from various backgrounds: 
ie, Asian, black, etc. 

Central to this change was an upUim in the 
mood of the working class: ie, trade unions, 
new left leaders, anti-war movement, etc, al¬ 
lied to a new direction that the party has been 
taking. This new direction involves the SWP 
working with others in united fronts and the 
new Marxist forums. These seem to be mini¬ 
public meetings that will act as a conduit for 
people in the UF and others to come in to con¬ 
tact with SWP ideas. 

Chris said that no one else on the British 
left was providing the level of political discus¬ 
sion that the Marxist forums were. Alongside 
this was the sale of the paper and of the rank 
and file papers. These methods will allow the 
SWP to build a mass political party. There was 
no mention of the SA in this introduction. 

Speakers from the floor reiterated Chris’s 
points, with many contributors talking about 
attracting new members and building new 
branches. Many were also critical of the old- 
style SWP. 

PARTY _ 

Alex Callinicos: 

The international 
realignment of the 
left 

There is across the globe a period of 
regroupment occurring amongst the left, 
which also affects the SWP. The current situ¬ 
ation means that tiie old sharp divisions which 
separated the left in the past are not as acute, 
and therefore it is easier for groups to discuss 
and debate with one another. There is, there¬ 
fore, a need to look at how the radical left is 
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addressing the new situation and which model 
of regroupment the SWP should follow. 

At present there are three types of 
regroupment. The first type is represented by 
the LCR in Italy. This type is classified as a 
loose reformation of the large and powerful 
Communist Party in Italy. This, however, has 
problems inherent in it, causing huge swings 
in orientation. 

The next type is the new creations typified 
by the SSP in Scotland. This formation has 
been effective, but no more so than other left 
organisations in Europe. This type of organi¬ 
sation contains both revolutionary and re¬ 
formists elements, which can face huge 
difficulties when confronted with an upturn 
in working class mood, as it will be pulled in 
different directions. 

The third type is to have a strong revolu¬ 
tionary party linked to united fronts; building 
a mass revolutionary party through UF activ¬ 
ity; winning over people to the ideas of the 
revolutionary party. This is the method that 
the SWP should follow. 

Speakers from the floor again included Jill 
Hubbard, who reiterated the SW platform role 
in building many of the successful elements 
in the SSP. There was mention of the direc¬ 
tion taken over the war and the election and 
the ‘bread and butter’ issues. 

I also contributed to this debate. I said that 
the SSP was strengthened by the introduc¬ 
tion of the SW platform, and we welcomed the 
contributions made by their members. I also 
said, however, that the SSP did not regard it¬ 
self as the only model of regrouping the left: it 
was up to each country to work out how it 


occurred. I then went on to talk about our 
‘bread and butter’ issues and how important 
they had been in building our party when 
there was no impending war and the role we 
have played in the anti-war movement in Scot¬ 
land. I finished by saying that only history 
would tell if our method was right or theirs. 
However, I hoped we were both right. 

Alex Callinicos in his summing-up acknowl¬ 
edged that bread and butter issues were im¬ 
portant - otherwise they would not be 
bothering with the firefighters’ strike. He also 
stated that it was perfectly in order for revolu¬ 
tionaries to work within reformist parties, as 
long as they understood their role, hi the end, 
however, he reiterated the role of the SWP in 
building a new revolutionary party was not 
using the method of the SSP, but by building 
the SWP and the UFs. 

PARTY _ 

Chris Nineham: 
European Social 
Forum and beyond 

This is part of an ongoing process across the 
world and will be hugely important. Chris 
talked about the type of formations attend¬ 
ing and their political make-up, and how each 
group would respond to discussion and de¬ 
bate. He said that the war should be pushed 
to the fore and that there would be a huge anti¬ 
war demo organised on the Saturday. After 
Florence the UF work involving Globalise 
Resistance should be stepped up. 

The rest of the day was taken up by ses- 



‘OlcT SWP 
becomes ‘New’ 
SWP 


sions involving the SWP UF organisations. 
This included student work, fighting racism 
and fascism, and Marxist forums. 

PARTY _ 

Overview of the 
conference 

The SWP is undergoing a period of transfor¬ 
mation: it is looking at how it can build a mass 
political pally in the new post-Stalinist era of 
regroupment. 

It clearly no longer perceives the SSP as a 
model that it wishes to emulate and has initi¬ 
ated new theories and bodies that they regard 
as being central to building a model which has 
the SWP at its core. This includes building 
united fronts in many areas - ie, Globalise Re¬ 
sistance, Anti-Nazi League, etc - linked to a 
big involvement in the anti-war movement and 
the firefighters’ dispute. 

Through Marxist forums and their paper 
sales they hope to bring people into contact 
with the ideas of the SWP, thus building a mass 
party. They also at this moment do not believe 
that New Labour are fundamentally different 
from any Labour government of the past, and 
will seek to build united fronts with the party. 
They hope to attract any remaining members 
into the SWP, particularly if a war is called 
which would result in a haemorrhaging of New 
Labour members. 

They view the Socialist Alliances in Eng¬ 
land and Wales as being a united front of a 
special kind and do not see them being trans¬ 
formed in to a fully-fledged party but staying 
as an electoral pact • 


Scottish Socialist Party 

Where members cannot reach 


T he national council met on Sunday 
November 17. However, because of the 
choice of venue, several delegates, 
myself included, were unfortunately unable 
to attend. 

At the end of the last NC, during ‘any other 
business’, a comrade from Inverness called 
for the next meeting to take place in that town. 
This was not voted upon, but, as we were 
breaking up, national secretary Allan Green 
jokingly said: “OK, November 17, in Inver¬ 
ness”. Apparently the Inverness comrades 
took the comment seriously and went ahead 
and organised the meeting. That is how the 
executive came to decide that the national 
council would be held in the far north of Scot¬ 
land. 

In the circumstances the executive could 
almost be forgiven for making a one-off de¬ 
cision that would inconvenience the vast ma¬ 
jority of comrades. But it does not end there. 
The venue was subsequently changed ... 
to Fort William - somewhere even more inac¬ 
cessible for most comrades. To travel from 
any of the four main cities in Scotland to Fort 
William on a Sunday is pretty much impos¬ 
sible if you have to rely on public transport. 
From Glasgow it takes four hours by train; 
from Edinburgh five hours, 30 minutes; from 


Dundee seven hours; and from Aberdeen 
over eight hours. 

Yet the travelling time is irrelevant when 
you consider that the only train comrades 
from any of these cities could take on a Sun¬ 
day arrives in Fort William at 10pm - several 
hours after the NC was due to finish. It would 
have been easier to get to the meeting if it 
had been held in London. Many comrades 
who drove to Fort William had to leave a day 
early. 

There appears to be a line of thinking 
within the SSP that sees moving major meet¬ 
ings to out-of-the-way places as being more 
democratic and inclusive. In fact it is the op¬ 
posite: while they are more accessible for a 
tiny number of comrades, attendance is a 
huge obstacle for the majority. 

This brings me to an item that was dis¬ 
cussed at Sunday’s meeting - by those com¬ 
rades able to get there, that is: the venue for 
next year’s conference. This was originally 
scheduled for the weekend of February 15- 
16, but had to be changed when it was real¬ 
ised that this date clashed with the day of 
action called by the European Social Forum. 
However, nowhere suitable could be found 
in the capital - nor, it was said, in Glasgow - 
for an adjacent weekend, so the SSP now has 


From Glasgow 
it takes four 
hours by train; 
from 

Edinburgh five 
hours, 30 
minutes; from 
Dundee seven 
hours; and 
from 

Aberdeen over 
eight hours 


to look elsewhere. 

Comrade Green put forward a truly bizarre 
‘solution’. He proposed that the conference 
be held in Rothesay (an island off the west 
coast). Again this would involve complicated 
travel arrangements. While the journey from 
Glasgow - by train and ferry - can be done in 
around two hours, comrades travelling from 
most other places would first have to come 
to Glasgow, with all the inconvenience and 
delay of making their connection. 

There are much more credible options out- 
witli Edinburgh and Glasgow, such as Dun¬ 
dee or Aberdeen, or smaller places like Perth 
or Sterling, which are situated centrally and 
served by more regular public transport. In 
order for conferences and major meetings to 
be as democratic and inclusive as possible, 
they must be held in locations where the vast 
majority of the membership can attend with 
the least difficulty. 

Comrade Mary Ward proposed that na¬ 
tional council should not take a decision on 
the venue for our 2003 conference and that 
the executive should look into other options. 
Fortunately this was unanimously agreed. It 
now seems that a Glasgow venue can be ar¬ 
ranged after all • 

Sarah McDonald 


Stop the 
War 

Coalition 


CBI protest Sunday November 24, 
3.30pm, Manchester GMEX centre, city 
centre. Demonstrate against New Labour 
cabinet ministers at CBI conference. 
Organised by Stop the War Coalition/ 
Globalise Resistance. 

Stop the War CD Launch of double 
compilation CD ‘Peace not war’ at 
fundraising gig, Thursday November 28, 
8pm-3am, Scala night club, Kings Cross, 
London. Featuring DJs and special 
guests. 

Stop the War Coalition, PO Box 3739, 
London, E5 8EJ; office@stopwar.org.uk; 
www.stopwar.org.uk; 020 7053 2155/2156. 


National conference Saturday 
December 7, 10am-5pm, Camden Town 
Hall (opposite Kings Cross station), 
London. 

Each local STWC: up to four del¬ 
egates. Each affiliated organisation (less 
than 1,000 members): two representa¬ 
tives; between 1,000 and 10.000: four; 
more than 10,000: six. Individuals paying 
standing order may also be delegates. 
Supporters welcome to attend without 
speaking/voting rights. Please let the 
Office know who your delegates are, or if 
you wish to attend as an individual, by 
December 2. 


Motions (one per organisation) and 
nominations for steering committee must 
be received at STWC office by Decem¬ 
ber 2. Registration: £5 waged; £3 
unwaged, payable on the day. 

No Stealth bombers Demonstration 
to mark arrival of US Stealth bombers at 
Fairford air base, Saturday December 14, 
12noon, Fairford, Gloucester. 

Coach from Bristol: £10 waged; £4 
unwaged. Available from Greenleaf 
Books, 82 Colston Sheet, BS1 5BB. 

Organised by Bristol Stop the War 
Coalition, james@venables.plus.com 


Food 

control 


In a situation of economic 
freefall and rampant Zanu- 
PF corruption, Zimbabwe 
is facing hunger on a mass 
scale. Rosa Zulu of the 
International Socialist 
Organisation reports on the 
first steps towards 
workers’ self-organisation 

O ver 1,300 people marched in demonstra¬ 
tions organised by the National Consti¬ 
tutional Assembly on Saturday November 9 
in townships of three of Zimbabwe’s largest 
cities - Harare, Bulawayo and Mutare. 

The demonstrations were called over de¬ 
mands to end food shortages, and for trans¬ 
parency and an end to the distribution of food 
to Zanu-PF card-holders only. The marchers 
were also protesting against the unaffordable 
prices charged by the bosses, and demanded 
new labour laws to protect workers. The fo¬ 
cus of future demonstrations will be around 
these key demands - the ending of food short¬ 
ages, profiteering by supermarkets and 
‘Zanufication’ of food supply. 

In Mutare and Bulawayo there were dem¬ 
onstrations of 150 people each, in both cities 
the march being led by 10 to 12 members of 
the International Socialist Organisation. 
Harare saw 1,000 demonstrators marching in 
six townships across the city, led by 15 mem¬ 
bers of the ISO. In two townships (Mufakose 
in Harare and Entumbane in Bulawayo), mem¬ 
bers of the national students union led the 
demo, whilst in Mabvuku in Harare marchers 
fought battles with riot police firing tear gas. 
The marchers in Mufakose occupied the lo¬ 
cal branch of OK, the biggest supermarket 
chain in the country. 

Members of the ISO who led the demon¬ 
strations in all these areas earned the respect 
of rank-and-file members of the NCA who 
now want to work with and under the leader¬ 
ship of the ISO. 

At a meeting in Highfield just five days af¬ 
ter the November 9 march, people wanted to 
go on an immediate demonstration to occupy 
banks and supermarkets. The meeting agreed 
to the formation of a consumer club that would 
oversee the distribution and selling of food 
in the township and agreed that any outlet sell¬ 
ing bread at $150 a loaf (instead of the afford¬ 
able $60 a loal) would be targeted, with their 
stocks of food forcibly removed and distrib¬ 
uted for free. 

We intend using our respect gained from 
this weekend’s leadership of the demos to 
push for: 

• Refocusing demos and activities in town¬ 
ships on a ‘starvation’ theme, targeting su¬ 
permarkets. 

• Holding impromptu meetings at popular 
public places and shopping centres on the 
topic ‘Mealie-meal/bread shortages, Zanufi¬ 
cation of food distribution and NCA demon¬ 
strations - who is responsible and how can 
we fight back?’ The idea here is to show that 
the food shortages are a result of both Zanu- 
PF corruption and the capitalist system itself 
- which produces for profit and not human 
need, including profiteering by capitalist su¬ 
permarkets. 

The way forward is self-activity and action 
( jcimbanja ) by the masses, including occupa¬ 
tion of supermarkets and demanding democ- 
ratisation of food distribution through 
consumer clubs run by the residents them¬ 
selves, and not Zanu-PF structures or ven¬ 
dors. We must organise to force supermarkets 
to provide basic goods to the consumer 
clubs • 
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CHINA 

Capitalist characteristics 


S tep forward Mr Hu Jintao, 
newly ‘elected’ general secre¬ 
tary of the Communist Party of 
China (CPC). At the conclusion 
of the 16th Party Congress held in the 
Great Hall of the People, against a bizarre 
backdrop of painted mountain scenery, 
and surrounded by hundreds of pots of 
chrysanthemums, Hu and the eight other 
members of the expanded standing com¬ 
mittee of the politburo emerged for the 
first time into the public gaze - in strict 
order of precedence. 

Dressed in identical dark suits and red 
ties, they appeared to be taking part in a 
grotesque beauty contest, bowing po¬ 
litely, smiling and applauding one another 
with restrained enthusiasm. But there was 
no doubt about the winner. Hu was the 
only one to utter a word. His lengthy en¬ 
comium on the great achievements of his 
predecessor, Jiang Zemin, were received 
in reverential silence, after which he him¬ 
self received the stipulated prolonged ap¬ 
plause. As Jiang had said earlier, this was 
“a congress of unity, a congress of vic¬ 
tory and a congress of progress ... The 
party’s central leadership has success¬ 
fully realised the transformation from the 
old to the new.” 

For the first time in his long career as 
an apparatchik (including, let us not for¬ 
get, his stint as the butcher of Tibet) Hu 
was addressing the assembled foreign 
press, all 500 of them. No worries. The 
one journalist (from Hong Kong) who at¬ 
tempted to ask a question was hastily 
silenced. Moments before, all 2,114 del¬ 
egates to congress had risen to their feet 
and unanimously acclaimed the new, 
fourth-generation team of the CPC’s lead¬ 
ership. The orchestrated cries of “no dis¬ 
sent” were deafening. 

How to assess the significance of this 
change at the helm? Some bourgeois 
commentators have spoken in terms of a 
“purge" of the old guard, of Jiang being 
“ousted”. That is far from the truth. At 
last July’s celebrations to mark the 80th 
anniversary of the CPC’s foundation it 
was clear that Hu was the anointed suc¬ 
cessor. No lesser person than Deng 
Xiaoping had decreed it, against the 
wishes of Jiang, who had wanted a 
trusted member of his Shanghai mafia to 
get the job. But the emphasis, in reality, 
is on continuity, the continuity of China’s 
path to full blown capitalism, albeit “with 
Chinese characteristics”. 

For this, somewhat younger and more 
energetic blood was obviously needed. 
Hu is a sprightly 59 and the oldest mem¬ 
ber of the new standing committee is a 
mere 67. The average age of the central 
committee (comprising 194 men and just 
four women) has dropped to an amazing 
55. 

Yet, far from having departed the po¬ 
litical scene to cultivate his garden, Jiang 
is paramount leader and retains the po¬ 
sition of chairman of the central military 
commission, a vital job in what is effec¬ 
tively a military-police dictatorship. His 
most trusted adviser, Zeng Qinghong, 
has the party’s secretariat in his grasp and 
the majority of the new-hatched stand¬ 
ing committee members owe everything 
to Jiang’s patronage - most of all Jia 
Quinglin. the Beijing party boss, who, 
even in this most closed of closed soci¬ 
eties is publicly and notoriously corrupt. 
Hu is clearly on probation and his task is 
to ensure China’s successful journey 
along the path of “accelerated socialist 
modernisation”: ie, capitalism. 

Regiments of Sinologists, like their 
now redundant Kremlinologist fore¬ 
bears, may continue to earn a good liv¬ 
ing by analysing the minutiae of Beijing 
politics - who’s in and who’s out - but 
what matters to us is trying to grasp the 
realities of the political and economic situ¬ 
ation, the balance of class forces, in a state 
of which we perforce know very little. 


Although a majority of enterprises 
across most economic sectors remain for 
the time being under state ownership 
and control, around 50% of China’s GDP 
is now accounted for by private sector 
firms employing wage labour. Foreign en¬ 
terprises, like Unilever, to name but one, 
have not been slow to exploit the cheap 
labour and favourable tax climate af¬ 
forded them by inward investment of 
capital. The chances are that your Walls 
Ice Cream Viennetta or Cometto, pur¬ 
chased at the local supermarket, was pro¬ 
duced in China, by workers earning 
pennies and often labouring 16 hours a 
day, seven days a week. 

The drive towards capitalist relations 
of production, whether under the aegis 
of foreign or domestic capital, has seen 
wide-scale social disruption: mass move¬ 
ment of labour from the countryside into 
the towns and cities, with a consequent 
gulf between rural and urban wages and 
living standards - many families in the 
countryside survive only on the strength 
of what their sons and daughters em¬ 
ployed in the cities can send back. On 
top of that there is tire growing urban un¬ 
employment and deprivation, as the la¬ 
bour market becomes saturated, which 
is made all the more acute given the ef¬ 
fective collapse of the old social welfare 
system. 

Until last week, where the Chinese 
‘comrades’ were concerned, there was 
no such thing as ‘capitalism’ in China. It 
was a case of Alice in wonderland: 
“When I use a word, it means just what 
I choose it to mean - neither more nor 
less.” 

Hence, the extraction of surplus value 
from exploited workers in a proto-capi¬ 
talist market economy was simply a mat¬ 
ter of ‘developing the productive forces’. 
Now we leam that capitalists are to be 
admitted into membership of the CPC. 
Much was made of this by the bourgeois 
press, as a step forward towards the ‘nor¬ 
malisation’ of Chinese society. 

On one level, of course, this is a sig¬ 
nificant development, in so far as it per¬ 
fectly symbolises the contradictions that 
run from top to bottom in the ideology 
of the party and in the so-called People’s 
Republic of China as a whole. Like Shen 
Wenrong, reputably the third richest 
entrepreneur in China, you can now be 
both a capitalist and a communist: “I 
don’t care about being a millionaire; all I 
want is to do a good job for my country 
... I will build the world’s biggest steel mill 
for my country” (The Times November 
12). So, without any sense of irony, this 
was the congress that formally embraced 
capitalism as the only way of saving 
communism in the most populous state 
on the planet. 

But on another level, it is, of course, 
true to say that the CPC had already 
objectively represented the interests of 
capital for some considerable time and 
already had capitalists in its ranks. After 
all, thanks to a pervasive culture of nepo¬ 
tism and gnaivci (‘relationships’) in gen¬ 
eral, a large number of bosses of foimer 
state enterprises (now privatised) were 
long-standing party members, with cor¬ 
rupt tentacles reaching to the top of the 
CPC leadership. Having enriched them¬ 
selves and their friends beyond the 
dreams of avarice, they can now come in 
from the cold and bask in their role as 
‘communists’ and tribunes of the peo¬ 
ple. As yet, there are reportedly no ‘offi¬ 
cial’ capitalists on the central committee 
of the party, but that can only be a matter 
of time and is in a sense irrelevant. The 
logic of the process is inexorable. 

Scanning the pages of the left press, I 
looked for commentary on the 16th Con¬ 
gress but found very little. Even the Com¬ 
munist Party of Britain’s Morning Star 
restricted itself to a few column inches 
of agency-style reporting. Perhaps the 
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total capitulation of the CPC to capital¬ 
ism finally stuck in their gullet? hi truth, 
only the most dunderheaded geriatric 
Sinophile or political necrophiliac could 
find anything upon which to comment 
favourably. 

The surreal nature of the Beijing re¬ 
gime’s claims to be pursuing ‘socialism’ 
rest on a consciously and transparently 
dishonest distortion of Marxism. The 
importance of sound theory as the basis 
of revolutionary political praxis could not 
be made more clear. 

What, for example, does the categoiy 
‘socialism with Chinese characteristics’ 
- the political, economic and social basis 
of the of the PRC as a state formation - 
actually mean ? In his wisdom, paramount 
leader Jiang tells us that it rests on “Marx¬ 
ism-Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought 
and Deng Xiaoping Theory" - especially 
the latter, which constitutes “the best 
continuation and creative development 
of Mao Zedong Thought under the new 
historical conditions” (quotations from 
Jiang Zemin’s speech at the 80th anni¬ 
versary meeting - passim). Why is 
Deng’s theory so important to the CPC? 
Because his “four modernisations” (in 
industry, agriculture, science/technology 
and defence), codified at the third ple¬ 
num of the 11th central committee of the 
CPC in December 1978, represented a 
fundamental shift in the direction of ‘so¬ 
cialist modernisation’: ie, the introduction 
of ‘market socialism’, a process that con¬ 
tinues to this day. 

From the 1950s onwards, when Deng 
joined forces with such ‘pragmatists’ as 
Liu Shaoqui, he consistently argued for 
the decentralisation of the economy and 
for state enterprises to be run with a free 
hand on the basis of cost-accounting by 
skilled technical and managerial elites. 
Deng’s ‘pragmatism’ meant that he was 
purged from the top party leadership on 
several occasions, but, following Mao’s 
death in 1976 and the subsequent rout 
of the Gang of Four, his position as para¬ 
mount leader eventually gave him the 
power openly to extend the “four 
modernisations” in the direction of a 
mixed economy. 

The theoretical justification for Deng’s 
revisionist Maoism and hence for “so¬ 
cialism with Chinese characteristics”, 
reiterated in its latest version by Jiang, 
derives from a consciously distorted 
reading of the central tenets of Marx’s 
historical materialism, specifically with 
regard to the dialectical interrelationship 
between productive forces and produc¬ 
tion relations and between base and su¬ 
perstructure. 

First let us look at the classic formula¬ 
tion in Marx’s own writings: “In the so¬ 
cial production of their existence, men 
inevitably enter into definite relations. 


which are independent of their will: 
namely relations of production appropri¬ 
ate to a given stage in the development 
of their material forces of production. The 
totality of these relations of production 
constitutes the economic structure of 
society, the real foundation, on which 
arises a legal and political superstructure 
and to which correspond definite forms 
of social consciousness ... At a certain 
stage of development, the material pro¬ 
ductive forces of society come into con¬ 
flict with the existing relations of 
production or - this merely expresses the 
same thing in legal terms - with the prop¬ 
erty relations within which they have 
operated hitherto. From fomis of devel¬ 
opment of the productive forces these 
relations turn into their fetters. Then be¬ 
gins an era of social revolution” (K Marx 
A contribution to the critique of politi¬ 
cal economy Moscow 1970, p20f). 

It should be clear to anyone that at the 
centre of Marx’s conception there lies 
not primarily a technical-economic ques¬ 
tion. but a political one - the question of 
class struggle and revolution. The ever 
intensifying contradiction between dy¬ 
namically developing productive forces 
and increasingly stultified production 
relations results in a situation where the 
ruling class is no longer able, and the 
oppressed classes are no longer willing, 
to be ruled in the old way. The inevitable 
outcome is a revolution and the super- 
session of the old ruling class. Specifi¬ 
cally in terms of capitalism, it means that 
the socialisation of labour reaches a point 
where the proletariat, through its con¬ 
sciousness and self-activity, emanci¬ 
pates itself from oppression and 
alienation and, in liberating itself, liberates 
the whole of humanity. Historically the 
role of the Communist Party is to act as 
the vanguard of the advanced working 
class and its allies in bringing this situa¬ 
tion about. 

Of course, neither Deng nor Jiang 
could deny this fundamental tenet of 
Marxism, nor the realities of the 1949 
revolution. Jiang acknowledges that the 
victorious CPC “abrogated the privileges 
of imperialism in China, eliminated exploi¬ 
tation and oppression by the landlord 
class and the bureaucrat-capitalist class, 
changed the comprador feudal produc¬ 
tion relations and the rotten political su¬ 
perstructure rooted in such an economic 
base, and established a new political su¬ 
perstructure with the people’s democratic 
dictatorship as the core”. 

In the same breath, however, Jiang 
asserts - in a characteristic and con¬ 
stantly reiterated formulation - that “Pro¬ 
ductive forces are the most dynamic and 
the most revolutionary factor”. The CPC 
in 1949 is depicted, bizarrely, not as the 
vanguard party of a revolutionary mass 
of proletarians and peasants, liberating 
themselves from the yoke of oppression 
and exploitation, but as “the representa¬ 
tive of China’s advanced productive 
forces at its very inception”. Obviously 
there is a truth here. It was necessary for 
the CPC to carry out the "socialist trans¬ 
formation of agriculture, handicraft in¬ 
dustry, capitalist industry and commerce 
in order to establish socialist relations of 
production, and, on that economic base, 
bring the socialist superstructure to per¬ 
fection”, as Jiang puts it. But in a way 
that imparts an entirely one-sided, static 
and undialectical character to the inter¬ 
relationship, Jiang repeatedly emphasises 
that the primary purpose of the revolu¬ 
tion, the overriding objective of the CPC 
then and now, was and is “to further re¬ 
lease and develop productive forces”. 


The political reason for this one¬ 
sidedness, and for the wooden, literal¬ 
minded application of the base-super¬ 
structure model becomes clear: “It is for 
the same purpose that we have since the 
third plenum of the 11th party central 
committee carried out reforms and open¬ 
ing up policies to adjust and reform the 
pail of the socialist relations of produc¬ 
tion that is incompatible with the de¬ 
mand of the development of the produc¬ 
tive forces and to adjust and reform the 
pan of socialist superstructure that is in¬ 
compatible with the economic base ” (my 
emphasis). 

When translated into plain English, 
this core element in “Deng Xiaoping 
Theory” means the recognition in the 
late 1970s that the old bureaucratic, com¬ 
mand-administrative methods of the cen¬ 
trally ‘planned’ economy were not 
working. Economic stagnation, with its 
consequent effects in terms of political 
and social instability, was (correctly) per¬ 
ceived as a threat to the hegemony of the 
CPC over the working class and the rest 
of the population. Hence, the need to 
“adjust and reform” the system by mov¬ 
ing back to the market. 

Jiang’s own contribution to the theory, 
known as “the three representations”, 
was first published in 2000. It sets out the 
role of the CPC as advancing the produc¬ 
tive forces, advancing Chinese culture (ie, 
“localising” Marxism by infusing it with 
“the splendid thought of the Chinese 
nation”) and representing “the funda¬ 
mental interests of the overwhelming 
majority of the Chinese people”. On one 
level, the latter formula could simply be 
taken as affirming the CPC’s role as rep¬ 
resenting the proletariat and peasantry, 
who do numerically constitute the over¬ 
whelming majority of the population. But, 
on another level, it resembles the claims 
first made by Nikita Khrushchev that the 
CPSU had become “the party of the en¬ 
tire people”. In this sense, it is about giv¬ 
ing the CPC a new identity and 
legitimating its hold on power. 

On the basis of “Deng Xiaoping 
Theory”, can the CPC theoretically be 
described as a Communist Party in any 
meaningful sense? No, it cannot. Not 
unless your definition of a Communist 
Party sees one of the party’s tasks as 
encouraging millions of workers and 
peasants to sell themselves to capitalists 
as wage slaves. 

Can the PRC theoretically be de¬ 
scribed as a socialist or workers' state? 
Only by those (mainly from the Trotsky- 
ite tradition) who make a fetish of prop- 
erty forms. In China, they will tell us, most 
of the productive forces remain in state 
ownership. But it is surely obvious that 
this apparent social ownership of the 
means of production is purely formal. 
Ownership of nationalised industry may 
have been formally vested in the hands 
of the proletariat, but, given the absence 
of even the most primitive forms of de¬ 
mocracy, control over it is exercised ex¬ 
clusively by the party and the 
bureaucratic apparatus. That is precisely 
the point - democracy. Without democ¬ 
racy there can be no socialism, no work¬ 
ing class power, and in China there is no 
democracy. Power is exercised neither by 
nor on behalf of the working class. 

The vapid banalities of “Deng 
Xiaoping Theory” and Jiang’s “three 
representatives” constituted the theo¬ 
retical cornerstone of Hu’s claim to be 
leading the CPC into a ‘socialist’ future, 
but it is obvious that these sterile formu¬ 
lations can do nothing to resolve the 
massive contradictions that face the 
country, nor can they disguise the fact 
that the CPC itself has been the author 
of a counterrevolution over which, 
sooner or later it, seems doomed to lose 
control • 

Maurice Bernal 


The justification for “socialism with 
Chinese characteristics” derives from a 
consciously distorted reading of Marx 
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REVIEW 


Politicising or 
opting out? 

Hany Cleaver Reading Capital politically 


Leeds 2000, ppl83, £8 


W ithout question, the greatest 
tool Marx gave to the working 
class movement was Capital. It 
is almost facile saying this, but 
- at a time when the academic study of this 
work has for all intents and purposes disap¬ 
peared, and when the left is mired in its inabil¬ 
ity to transcend transparently outdated 
doctrines and categories - we have to re-ex¬ 
amine what Capital gave us. The publication 
of this work was a revolution in human 
thought. For the first time we had the uncov¬ 
ering of the nature of the historical process of 
accumulation and the social relations so en¬ 
twined with it. 

From the understanding of the single com¬ 
modity, Marx developed our understanding 
of value, labour and exchange. Historicising 
money, time and production, he outlined the 
ways in which machinery, the factory, the wage 
- the whole system of capital itself - bound the 
worker to the relentless process of accumula¬ 
tion. Capital was the science of capital - ob¬ 
serving it, understanding it, transcending it - 
a capital giving birth to its proletarian 
gravediggers. Making that class which would 
remake itself against it and beyond it. 

Altogether alien to that science and to 
emancipation is Hairy Cleaver’s work on the 
‘political’ reading of Capital. We should be 
thankful for this republication, if only for the 
opportunity it gives us to reassess the kinds 
of readings of Mane which have been so dis¬ 
astrous over the last 30 or so years. Such a 
reassessment is important, not because its 
incorrect understanding of Marx is any worse 
than any other mistaken understandings, but 
because of the dreadful organisational con¬ 
sequences which follow from these kinds of 
ideas. 

The sort of nonsense expressed in this 
book sustains all of those backward ideas 
manifested in the worst (yes, not the best) 
parts of the Socialist Alliance. How many 
times have we heard the rants against ‘Lenin¬ 
ist’ forms of organisation from those who have 
never experienced the genuine article? How 
often do we find the experiences of the SA 
‘independents’ validated because of terror at 
the very idea of organisation? Reading Capi¬ 
tal politically is an exercise in how to perpetu¬ 
ate capital politically - it is the kind of book 
which should have been left to the “gnawing 
criticism of the mice”, as Marx once said of 
The German ideology. 

Originally published in 1979, Reading Capi¬ 
tal politically has been reworked by AK 
press, well known for publishing what passes 
as theory in anarchist circles. It also publishes 
work by autonomist or left communist Marx¬ 
ists - Cleaver has long been a fellow traveller 
of new lefties, ecologists and anarchists, par¬ 
ticularly in his guise as a teacher of Marxist 
economics at the University of Texas. 

Cleaver's original work, at Stanford Univer¬ 
sity, critiqued the role of US imperialism glo¬ 
bally, whilst most recently he has tried to 
understand the peculiar emergence of the 
Zapatistas in the aftermath of the North At¬ 
lantic Free Trade Agreement. An ongoing 
project has been to popularise, in English- 
speaking circles, the ideas of Italian autono¬ 
mist Marxism - particularly Sergio Bologna, 
Mario Tronti and Toni Negri. He has done 
electronically through the internet (with his 
Texas Archives of Autonomist Marxism) what 
people like John Menington tried to do in the 
70s and 80s with his Red Notes series on Ital¬ 
ian autonomism. 

There is no space here to develop any kind 
of sustained critique of this tradition, but it is 
worth making a few points. Firstly, although 
the philosophical insights of someone like 
Toni Negri on Spinoza and Marx’s Gnmdrisse 


should be essential reading for all of us, these 
ideas cannot be accepted uncritically. Much 
of the Italian work on the planner-state is ab¬ 
stract and simply incorrect even on the Ital¬ 
ian situation, whilst their ideas on class 
recomposition and the social worker and so¬ 
cial factory are oversimplified. 

Secondly, the political history out of which 
these ideas were bom was of course that of 
post-war Italian ‘official communism’. Groups 
such as Autonomia Operaia, with which Negri 
was associated, were not physically respon¬ 
sible for the atrocities of terrorist groups like 
Prima Linea and the Red Brigades, but the 
ideological logic of autonomist Marxism led 
directly to the emergence of this form of ter¬ 
rorism and the ensuing tragedy for the Italian 
left from which it is only now recovering. 

Thirdly, the anti-organisational logic, par¬ 
ticularly of Italian autonomism, leads to the 
clearly reactionary formulations of Negri’s 
most recent work, where he abandons even 
the vaguest pretence to be a historical mate¬ 
rialist at all. It is also worth noting that Negri 
had grave doubts himself about the value of 
Marx’s Capital and considered Gnmdrisse, 
with all its mysterious and enigmatic formula¬ 
tions, to be the basis of the ‘self-valorisation’ 
rather than the self-emancipation of the work¬ 
ing classes of Europe. 

It is in this tradition that Cleaver’s Reading 
Capital politically stands. Having worked 
with the journals Zerowork and Midnight 
Notes, he resolutely accepts what to many of 
us would be the abandonment of Marxism - 
the work is literally a manifesto for anti- 
Leninists and liquidationists. 

So how does an autonomist read Marx? 
This edition has a new preface which explores 
the genesis of Cleaver’s ideas in the early 70s 
new left, particularly with regard to the 
‘complementarity’ of various struggles of 
women, ethnic groups and labourers across 
the US and beyond. Having been part and 
parcel of these struggles. Cleaver realised that 
most readings of Capital only recognised the 
one-sided focus on the objective aspects of 
capitalist exploitation. This was in contradic¬ 
tion to what he perceives as Marx’s vision of 
a political weapon in the hands of a political 
class - hence reading Capital politically. Of 
course this is the great problem with the book 
- Cleaver’s attempt to perceive Capital as a 
political tool (which of course it is amongst 
others things) leads him to focus on the most 
extreme form of economism as the recipe for 
resistance. 

This extremist economism is for Cleaver sim¬ 
ply part of the dialectic between capital and 
labour. If Capital recounts the process of 
capital accumulation, then the way we resist 
capital is to resist that accumulation - this 
means abandoning the political aspects of 
working class liberation and focusing purely 
on those diverse autonomous economic 
struggles which explicitly stand in opposition 
to those initially abstract categories Marx puts 
forward in Capital. 

The effect of this is to dispense with any 
idea of a revolutionary programme and replace 
it with an ethics of eternal resistance in which 
complementary struggles limit capital accu¬ 
mulation without overthrowing it. Any at¬ 
tempt at overthrowing capital in a ‘Leninist’ 
manner is derided by Cleaver as the victoiy 
of a “planner-state" against the workers (p59). 
Socialist accumulation itself becomes a by¬ 
word for counterrevolution. The supposedly 
elitist concepts of orthodox Marxism are just 
new ideological fomis of capitalist exploitation 
and simply seek new ways of regulating the 
worker in the new social formation. 

For Cleaver the dialectic of capital and la¬ 
bour in commodity form is based on the capi- 
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talist's surplus and the proletarian's use-value 
- in other words a radical oversimplification of 
Marx. The workers resist and threaten capi¬ 
tal, capital extends into new areas of exploita¬ 
tion, and at the heart of all of this is a 
catastrophic sense of crisis which can never 
be resolved but only resisted. 

His ‘political’ reading is counterposed 
against other readings of Capital - those who 
read it as political economy, such as Paul Baran 
and Paul Sweezy, and those who read it philo¬ 
sophically, like Althusser and the Frankfurt 
school of critical theory. He argues that politi¬ 
cal-economic readings have largely failed 
because of their focus on the science of capi¬ 
tal and a false hope to provide an understand¬ 
ing of the mechanisms of accumulation. 
Cleaver argues that working class resistance 
is absent from these kinds of readings, as they 
are from those who treat it philosophically 
with no interest in the political effect of Marx's 
work. 

Cleaver states that it is necessary to stand 
in another tradition - that of autonomist Marx¬ 
ism. He lists three main tendencies in the po¬ 
litical reading of Capital - the Johnson-Forrest 
tendency in the American Socialist Workers 
Party (CLR James and Raya Dunayevskaya); 
Socialisme on Barbarie, led by Castoriadis 
and Lefort; and the Italian new left, such as 
Negri and his co-thinkers. 

Now, you only have to look at these ten¬ 
dencies to see the problem. Whatever the 
great work of James on colonialism, 
Dunayevskaya on liberty and Castoriadis on 
the USSR, only with the most serious reser¬ 
vations could any of them be described as 
fully Marxist. James, for the last 50 years of 
his life rejected any foim of organised revolu¬ 
tionary grouping, Dunayevskaya just went 
politically mad, and Castoriadis had very 
clearly rejected Marxism in the early 1960s (by 
his own admission) for the worst kind of psy¬ 
chotherapeutic mysticism. For all of their fo¬ 
cus on history from below and working class 
emancipation these bankrupt tendencies ef¬ 
fectively abandoned that struggle because 
they could not understand that political un¬ 
derstanding and organisation are the only 
tools the working class have in their struggle 
against capital. 

What Cleaver does in his ‘political’ read¬ 
ing is basically to substitute working class or¬ 
ganisation with anti-wage and leisure time 
struggles, dropout refusal of work campaigns 
and a vicarious identification with a variety of 
third-worldist and national liberationist strug¬ 
gles. In other words, the usual raggle-taggle 
band beloved of Guevarist mischief-makers 
sat in the bedrooms of Surbiton. 

In exploring Negri’s concept of self-valori¬ 
sation, Cleaver calls for “the autonomous 
elaboration of new ways of being, of new 
social relationships alternative to capitalism 
... not only work which escapes capitalist 
control, but all forms of working class self¬ 
activity that imagines and creates new ways 
of being” (pi8). This is a self-valorisation 
which resists capital without transcending it, 
escapes it by creating temporary autonomous 
zones in the jungles of Chiapas, creates new 
ways of being within capitalism. 

It seeks the solution to global capital in spec¬ 
tres and phantasms rather than in the real proc¬ 
esses of ruling class exploitation and working 
class organisation which Marx discerned so 
well in his science of capital • 

Martyn Hudson 


What we 
fight for 

■Our central aim is the organisation of all communists, revo¬ 
lutionary socialists and politically advanced workers into a 
Communist Party. Without such a party the working class is 
nothing; with it everything. 

■ The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communist Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many leftwing ‘parties’, but in 
reality most are mere confessional sects. Those who disa¬ 
gree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through the fullest, most open debate we 
seek to achieve unity in action and a common world out¬ 
look. As long as they support democratically agreed actions, 
members have the right to form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

■ Communists are committed to building the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance in England and Wales and the Scottish Socialist Party 
into a single revolutionary party. Communists advocate the 
principle, ‘One state, one party’. We oppose every manifes¬ 
tation of sectionalism. 

Communists are internationalists. It is an internationalist 
duty to fight for revolution against the existing state. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state, then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions, a Socialist Alliance of 
the EU and a Communist Party of the EU. 

The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

Communists have no interest apart from the working class 
as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance 
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma, 
but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with pol¬ 
lution, exploitation, crisis and war. As a global system 
capitalism can only be superseded globally. All forms of 
nationalist ‘socialism’ are reactionary and anti-working 
class. 

Socialism can never come through parliament. The capi¬ 
talist class will never willingly allow their wealth and power 
to be taken away through a parliamentary vote. They will 
resist, using every means at their disposal. Communists fa¬ 
vour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, Scot¬ 
land and Wales, a federal Ireland and a United States of 
Europe. 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions trans¬ 
formed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 

Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy. 
It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither exploitation of 
person by person, nor wars, classes, countries or nations. 
Communism is general freedom and the real beginning of 
human history. 

a All who accept these principles are urged to join the Com¬ 
munist Party. 
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Growth of instability 


T he growth and stability pact 
(GSP) is in some trouble. The 
economic downturn - now offi¬ 
cially the “the first simultaneous 
world slowdown in 30 years”, according 
to our esteemed chancellor Gordon 
Brown - has meant that the best laid plans 
of Eurocrats, central bankers and minis¬ 
ters across Europe are having to be re¬ 
adjusted and reassessed. 

The GSP - to which the euro zone 
countries signed up as one of the foun¬ 
dations of the new currency - consists 
of a series of supposedly mandatory tar¬ 
gets for public spending and borrowing 
as a percentage of gross domestic prod¬ 
uct, as well as other incentives for aus¬ 
terity. According to some prominent 
people on the left in Britain, it is some¬ 
thing akin to the atomic bomb in the 
hands of Harry Truman at the end of 
World War II - a uniquely fearsome 
weapon that can be wielded at will by the 
gnomes of the European Central Bank. 
It is also supposed to be a trump card in 
the hands of the Blair government in its 
struggle to impose cuts and privatisation 
on public services. 

Since it is said that the euro cannot be 
separated from the GSP, the working 
class is urged by the likes of the Socialist 
Workers Party and International Social¬ 
ist Group to reject the whole package. 
When Blair calls his referendum we must 
all vote against the euro and for the sta¬ 
tus quo of good old sterling - not at all 
on the basis of nationalism of course, but 
to deprive the ruling class of this deadly 
“new weapon”. 

Unfortunately for this line of thought, 
it seems that the European capitalists 
themselves are getting less and less keen 
on the GSP as a means of economically 
underpinning the euro. Recent events 
have been quite startling in this regard. 
First we had the rather outspoken re¬ 
marks of Pascal Lamy, the EU trade com¬ 
missioner, describing the pact as 
“medieval” in its operation. Then it was 
the turn of the president of the European 
Commission himself, Romano Prodi, de¬ 
scribing the pact and its operation as 
“stupid” in an interview with Le Monde. 
When challenged on this by a number 
of bemused commentators and politi¬ 
cians, he went on to repeat and expand 
on his criticisms of the working of the pact 
in front of the European parliament. 

Now it has been similarly bad-mouthed 
by our friend, Mr Brown. In the words of 
The Guardian, he made “criticisms of the 
EU stability and growth pact for deep¬ 
ening the EU’s recession, and called for 
its relaxation so that countries with low 
debt-GDP ratios should be able to bor¬ 
row more for investment to claw their 
way out of slowdown” (November 19). 
Furthermore, “Mr Brown now privately 
believes a majority of the EU commission¬ 
ers would like to see a relaxation of the 
pact to allow counter-cyclical demand 
management.” 

Since the terms of the GSP has now 
been blatantly breached by France and 
Germany, the two most powerful compo¬ 
nents of the euro zone, it appears that it 
is not as effective a super-weapon as 
some of our Socialist Alliance comrades 
would have us believe. When the circum¬ 
stances where it is supposed to be most 
crucial actually come about - a recession 


calling for the strictest austerity - its op¬ 
eration is condemned as “stupid” and 
“medieval” by those charged with over¬ 
seeing it. What use is a weapon that is 
seen as working against the interests of 
the class it is designed to serve? 

Such ideal norms of neoliberalism are 
just as much subject to the laws of class 
struggle as any other bourgeois eco¬ 
nomic policy or nostrum, whether within 
the framework of national states or the 
EU. Governments, or alliances of gov¬ 
ernments, can pledge themselves to re¬ 
strain public spending till they are blue 
in the face - whether they can actually 
carry out such pledges is another matter 
entirely. The bourgeoisie may make all 
kinds of undertakings as to what ideal, 
virtuous economic policies they will fol¬ 
low in the future. But something that re¬ 
moves their room for manoeuvre in a 
crisis will most likely be junked at the first 
opportunity when such a crisis arrives. 
QED. 

Indeed, not only is the GSP a damned 
nuisance in terms of economic policy: 
contrary to the bourgeoisie’s original 
intentions that it would be a device to 
shift economic difficulties onto the backs 
of the workers, it now threatens them with 
an unwelcome outbreak of class strug¬ 
gle as well. A quite striking example of 
this is the recent one-day general strike 
in Portugal. Using the pact as an excuse, 
the Portuguese government is trying to 
push through a package of cuts in state 
spending, including attacks on working 
class wages, jobs and conditions, as well 
as a rise in VAT. The result: a strike in¬ 
volving hospitals, fire services, public 
transport and even the courts, which 
brought much of Portugal to a standstill 
even as the parliament was voting on the 
austerity measures on November 15. 

The pact gives the European Commis¬ 
sion powers to fme Portugal if its borrow¬ 
ing exceeds the prescribed three percent 
limit - in fact it has already reached 4.1%. 
But, as The Daily Telegraph pointed out, 
“Brussels is handling the task with kid 
gloves” (November 16). It goes on to 
note: “For now, the Portuguese public 
does not appear conscious of the role of 
the euro in the unfolding drama, but that 
could change as soon as politicians see 
an interest in blaming Brussels.” 

Perhaps. But then again, perhaps the 
Eurosceptic Telegraph, like those sec¬ 
tions of the left who tail after the distorted 
echo of this kind of nationalism, see strug¬ 
gles within the euro zone through ‘little 
British’ spectacles. For there is no reason 
for working class resistance to neoliber¬ 
alism in Portugal, for example, to take the 
form of a struggle for the return of the 
escudo (any more than its form in Britain 
would be a fight to ‘save the pound’). 
Rather, the class stmggle tends to take 
place within the new framework, involv¬ 
ing the working class fighting to impose 
their own interests on their bosses un¬ 
der the new circumstances. 

The truth is that, through its promo¬ 
tion of ‘left’ anti-euro sentiments, the 
Socialist Alliance majority is placing it¬ 
self - and, even more damagingly, trying 
to keep the British working class - out¬ 
side the arena in which the class strug¬ 
gle will unfold, as European integration 
under capitalism continues to evolve • 
Ian Donovan 
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